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THAT FREEDOM SHALL NOT PERISH 


EPA v.USA 


The EPA attack on coal is ill-conceived and unnecessary, as well as harmful 
to American businesses, jobs, workers, and consumers — everyone. 
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ENERGY 

EPA v. USA 

by Ed Hiserodt and Rebecca Terrell — The EPA attack on coal 
is ill-conceived and unnecessary, as well as harmful to American 
businesses, jobs, workers, and consumers — everyone. 


WORLD 


South African Communist Party 


Admits Mandela’s Leadership Role 

by Alex Newman — Throughout Nelson Mandela’s life, he and 
others denied that he was a communist functionary. Now that he is 
dead, it has been revealed that he was a top-level communist. 


ECONOMY 


Has the Pope Gone Socialist? 

by Thomas R. Eddlem — Pope Francis denounced capitalism in his 
Evangelii Gaudium letter to Catholics worldwide, and his statement 
was a shocker to some laissez-faire economists. 


CONGRESS 


The Freedom Index 
Our second look at the 113th Congress shows how every member of 
the House and Senate voted on key issues. 


BOOK REVIEW 


On a Militia Mission 
by Joe Wolverton If, J.D. — Historian and attorney Edwin Vieira, Jr. 
has authored a tome on the still-valid purpose of state militias. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

Our Fascinating Immigration Experience 

by Warren Mass — in the past, immigrants to the United States 
were offered little more than “opportunity,” yet they came in waves 
and, by and large, altered the fabric of America for the better. 


THE LAST WORD 

The Uncivil Civil Rights Act 

by John F McManus 
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Betraying Our Country, 
Using Their People 


In the November 4, 2013 issue, you had a 
book review of Diana West’s American 
Betrayal. In it, the United States’ Opera- 
tion Keelhaul was described as repatriating 
hundreds of thousands of mostly Red Army 
prisoners of war and refugees, who were sent 
to the Soviet gulags. 

This review gives the impression that those 
Stalin demanded be returned to Soviet hands 
were mostly Russian soldiers who had defect- 
ed to the West to escape Soviet communism. 

This is not entirely true! There were sever- 
al hundred thousand innocent civilians from 
communist-occupied countries, who had es- 
caped the brutality of the Soviet communists 
and had taken refuge in Germany, Austria, 
and other areas. 

When Stalin demanded their return, Tru- 
man and Eisenhower were all too willing to 
cooperate with him, and they forcibly sent 
the civilian refugees to the gulags or to their 
deaths. Innocent men, women, and children 
were never heard from again. 

A person close to me had helped desig- 
nate and round up those people from camps. 
I know of how these poor people pleaded for 
mercy and begged not to be shipped back, 
but to no avail. They were forced into box- 
cars and sent back to communist hands. 

About two years ago, a former U.S. sol- 
dier who stood guard on these boxcars to 
keep anyone from escaping told me that at 
one destination, the Soviet soldiers immedi- 
ately herded those people out of the boxcars 
and into a field behind some buildings and 
machine-gunned them to death. 

Truman and Eisenhower created and ex- 
ecuted their own Holocaust and seemingly 
got away with it. That’s one reason why, at 
the end of WWI, many G.I.s called Truman 
“Gutless Harry.” 

BILL HAMBLIN 
Burbank, California 


To Tell the Untruth 


THE NEW AMERICAN’S “Dictionaries Can 
Be Unreliable” (November 4, 2013 issue), 
which discusses misleading dictionary defi- 
nitions, is sadly true. 

The New Webster’s Dictionary of the 
English Language — International Edition 
(1991) defines communism as “the ownership 
of property, or means of production, distribu- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


tion, and supply, by the whole of a classless 
society, with wealth shared by the principle of 
‘to each according to his need,’ each yielding 
fully ‘according to his ability.” 

Kind of innocuous, right? It’s a pretty blasé 
definition for a system that has murdered, to 
date, approximately 100 million humans. 

Contrast that to the definition, in the same 
publication, of the word “Bircher”: “a mem- 
ber of the right-wing extremist John Birch 
society, formed in 1958.” 

Enough said? 

DAVID HAMMER 
Bronx, New York 


How ObamaCare “Works” 


ObamaCare has already touched me person- 
ally: By law everybody who has worked a 
minimum number of years at a U.S. nuclear 
arms defense facility was entitled after retire- 
ment to Blue Shield-Blue Cross health cov- 
erage for life. That generous coverage paid 
for whatever Medicare did not. Yet through 
a simple HHS directive, that law was sus- 
pended and our health coverage transferred 
into an outfit called “Wageworks,” which 
had a maximum allowed yearly expenditure 
of $2,400. After that sum is reached, we for- 
mer U.S. nuclear defense employees are on 
our own. 

Offering the original healthcare cover- 
age was essential in attracting thousands 
of highly qualified scientists, engineers, 
and workers to those inherently dangerous 
and isolated places where our nuclear de- 
fenses kept the communist ogres at bay for 
50 years; in my instance, this place was the 
Savannah River Site. And now Secretary of 
HHS Sebelius solved that money drain by a 
simple executive directive. (In the defunct 
USSR, these legal acts were known as the 
Communist Party’s “ukazes.”’) 

We have become a nation of cowards. If 
ever there was a better cause for a lawsuit 
I am hard pressed to find it — but we just 
accept this totally illegal breach of the con- 
tract dated from the Truman years with “the 
silence of the sheep.” 

Marc Jeric, MS, PH.D. 
Las Vegas, Nevada 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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tae STOP ObamaCare 


Sick and Sicker 

Where will ObamaCare lead America? Logan Darrow Clements shows what 
happens when “the government becomes your doctor,’ using licensed news 
footage from Canadian TV and interviews with doctors, patients, journalists, 
and a health minister, as well as the producer’s own Canadian relatives. (2010, 


cased DVD, 50min, 1/$15.95; 5-9/$14.95ea; 10-24/$13.95ea; 25+/$12.95ea) 
DVDSAS 


The New World of ObamaCare Reprint 


Do you know what the passage of ObamaCare means for you and your fam- 
ily? Much more than health insurance is involved. This reprint consists of 
articles from the May 10 and August 16, 2010 issues of THE NEw AMERICAN. The 
reprint also includes an organizational chart of the new healthcare system. 
(2010, 24pp, 1-24/$1.00ea; 25-99/$0.85ea; 100-499/$0.75ea; 500-999/$0.65ea; 
1,000+/$0.50ea) RP0810 


ObamaCare 101 


Find out what’s really in the new law and what you can expect long term. (2010, 


23min, sleeved DVD, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$0.64ea) DVD0101 

(2010, 24min, Audio CD, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$0.64ea) CD0101 


Nullification 

Loaded with primary sources, Thomas Woods Nullification should become an 
action manual for committed activists on the issue of federal healthcare man- 
dates and a host of other issues. (2010, 309pp, hb, $24.95) BKN 


Healthcare Solutions — Pamphlet 

This full-color gatefold pamphlet provides solutions for how to stop 
ObamaCare and how to allow the free market to solve the problems of access, 
quality, and cost of healthcare. A great introduction on what concerned 
Americans can do to fix healthcare constitutionally. Buy in bulk for price 
breaks for your outreach efforts. (2011, gatefold pamphlet, 1-99/$0.20ea; 100- 
499/$0.18ea; 500-999/$0.15ea; 1,000+/$0.13ea) PHS 
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A Physician's Solution to Healthcare (DVD) 
Neither of the country’s main political parties has a plan to 
dramatically lower healthcare costs and extend medical services 
to all of the needy — Dr. Alieta Eck has such a plan. Sleeved DVD 
(2010, 7min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000-++/$0.64ea) DVDPSH 
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Private Sector Shrinking, Public Sector Growing in Most States 
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Despite the Obama administration’s claims of economic growth, 
the truth is that in most states the private sector is shrinking and 
the public sector is expanding as a proportion of the workforce. 
In fact, say researchers Keith Hall and Robert Greene, since the 
beginning of the Great Recession, the private sector has shed 
jobs in almost every state, while the increase in taxpayer-funded 
employment has been masked by the use of contractors rather 
than outright employees. 

“In 2012,” Hall and Greene wrote in a November 25 report 
for George Mason University’s Mercatus Center, “public-sector 


employment made up more than 16 percent of the U.S. labor 
market.” That in itself is bad enough; but as the men observed, 
“Direct government employment fails to capture the full impact 
of government spending on state labor markets.” 

To determine that “full impact,” Hall and Greene estimated the 
number of jobs in each state that are funded by federal contract 
dollars and added them to the number of actual public employees 
in that state. When they did that, they found that public-sector 
employment grew by almost 3.5 million jobs to a national av- 
erage of 19.2 percent of the workforce. In other words, nearly 
one-fifth of all workers in the United States are employed either 
directly or indirectly by government. 

It hardly comes as a shock, therefore, that the private sector is 
suffering under the burden of paying for all these publicly funded 
employees, many of whom earn far more in wages and benefits 
than their private-sector counterparts. From their research, Hall 
and Greene concluded that a full 41 of 50 states experienced re- 
ductions in private-sector jobs between 2007, the onset of the 
recession, and 2012. Only eight states experienced growth in 
private-sector employment during that time period, and of those, 
just three saw increases of more than two percent. One state’s 
(Oklahoma) private-sector employment did not change. 

With numbers such as these, it’s clear that for all the talk of 
lower unemployment plus jobs supposedly saved by federal bail- 
outs and created by stimulus spending, the private sector simply 
is not doing well. 


Amid IRS Abuse, Record Numbers of Americans Give Up U.S. Citizenship 


Record numbers of Americans are giving up their U.S. citizen- 
ship in an effort to escape onerous requirements enforced by 
the IRS — which apply no matter where in the world a citizen 
lives. Because the IRS requirements have already become so 
bad, a growing number of banks around the world are refusing 
to even accept American customers in an effort to avoid U.S. 
government bullying and mountains of regulations. 

According to official figures and experts cited November 13 
by the Wall Street Journal, almost 2,400 people by that time 
in 2013 had either given up their U.S. citizenship or turned in 
their green cards. That means the numbers at that point were 
up by at least 33 percent over 2011, when 1,781 did so, more 
than twice as many as in preceding years. In 2012, meanwhile, 
almost 2,000 people reportedly decided to permanently sever 
Uncle Sam’s grip, and experts say the real numbers are even 
higher. By comparison, just 742 renounced their citizenship 
in 2009. 

A key element in the story behind the accelerating flight is 
the Foreign Account Tax Compliance Act (FATCA), passed in 
2010 and in effect as of January 1, 2014. Under the scheme, 
which has sparked an outcry among Americans living abroad, 
financial institutions all over the world are required to report 
information about U.S. citizens and green-card holders to the 
U.S. government. Already, people giving up their citizenship 


can be subject to an “exit tax,” but for D.C. politicians, more 
wealth must always be extracted. 

There are some timid efforts in Congress to begin addressing 
the growing problem. So far, though, lawmakers seem far more 
interested in borrowing, spending, and taxing as much as possible 
than in helping to stem the growing trickle of U.S. citizens expa- 
triating or to ease the burden on Americans living and working in 
other countries. As FATCA goes into force this year, the disaster 
is set to get worse, which may eventually prompt Congress to 
act. In the meantime, though, millions of innocent Americans 
will continue to suffer. 


INSIDE TRACK 


Major Tech Companies Unite to Fight Government Surveillance 


Eight of the world’s largest technology companies have com- 
bined efforts to launch a website called “Reform Government 
Surveillance,” designed to expose and counter governmental vio- 
lations of people’s privacy. 

The companies are AOL, Apple, Facebook, Google, LinkedIn, 
Microsoft, Twitter, and Yahoo. An open letter from the eight com- 
panies, posted on their website and addressed to the president and 
members of Congress, acknowledged that governments “have a 
duty to protect their citizens,” but said that “[last] summer’s rev- 
elations highlighted the urgent need to reform government sur- 
veillance practices worldwide.” 

As Reuters noted December 9, the “revelations” referred to the 
exposure last June by former National Security Agency (NSA) 
contractor Edward Snowden of top secret government surveil- 
lance programs that tap into communications cables linking tech- 
nology companies’ various data centers overseas. 

After Snowden’s disclosure, observed Reuters, many large In- 
ternet companies warned that U.S. businesses might lose revenue 
abroad as customers wary of such surveillance switch to non- 
USS. alternatives. 

The companies’ open letter to federal officials warned: “The 
balance in many countries has tipped too far in favor of the state 
and away from the rights of the individual — rights that are en- 
shrined in our Constitution. This undermines the freedoms we all 
cherish. It’s time for a change.” 

In order to keep their users’ data secure, said the statement, 
the companies would deploy “the latest encryption technology 


to prevent unauthorized surveillance on our networks and [push] 
back on government requests to ensure that they are legal and 
reasonable in scope.” 

The Washington Post, in a December 8 article, called the Re- 
form Government Surveillance website an “uncommonly uni- 
fied front” in that companies that “compete fiercely on business 
matters” have cooperated in opposing unchecked government 
surveillance. This cooperation, noted the Post, “underscored the 
deep alarm among technology leaders over revelations that the 
National Security Agency has collected user data far more exten- 
sively than the companies understood, in many cases with little 
or no court oversight.” 


Colorado Baker Ordered to Make Cakes for Same-sex Couples 
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A Colorado baker who refused to bake a wedding cake for two 
homosexual men has been found guilty of discrimination and 
ordered to serve future same-sex couples or face stiff fines. Ad- 
ministrative Law Judge Robert N. Spencer ruled December 6 
that Jack Phillips, owner of Masterpiece Cakeshop in the Denver 
suburb of Lakewood, discriminated against Dave Mullins and 
Charlie Craig when he told them in July 2012 that he couldn’t 
bake a cake to celebrate their union because homosexual behavior 
conflicted with his Christian beliefs. Mullins and Craig had gone 
through a same-sex ceremony earlier in Massachusetts, but had 
wanted a cake to celebrate in Colorado. 

“Respondents have no free speech right to refuse because 
they were only asked to bake a cake, not make a speech,” wrote 


Spencer in his ruling against Phillips. “It is not the same as 
forcing a person to pledge allegiance to the government or 
to display a motto with which they disagree.” He added that 
“at first blush, it may seem reasonable that a private business 
should be able to refuse service to anyone it chooses. This 
view, however, fails to take into account the cost to society 
and the hurt caused to persons who are denied service simply 
because of who they are.” 

Colorado’s ACLU franchise, which sued the baker on behalf of 
the homosexual men, exulted in its victory. “Masterpiece Cake- 
shop has willfully and repeatedly considered itself above the law 
when it comes to discriminating against customers, and the state 
has rightly determined otherwise... It’s important for all Colo- 
radans to be treated fairly by every business that is open to the 
public — that’s good for business and good for the community,” 
said the ACLU’s Sara Neel after the December 6 ruling. 

Attorney Nicolle Martin of the conservative Christian legal ad- 
vocacy group Alliance Defending Freedom, which represented 
Phillips, expressed dismay at the ruling. “He can’t violate his 
conscience in order to collect a paycheck,” she said. “If Jack can’t 
make wedding cakes, he can’t continue to support his family. 
And in order to make wedding cakes, Jack must violate his belief 
system. That is a reprehensible choice.” Ml 
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Some Call It “Positive Discrimination,” 

but Affirmative Action Is Still Wrong 

“We do know that those negatively affected by positive discrimination 
will be bitter and those who benefit from it will always be under a linger- 
ing doubt that they were chosen as tokens, not on merit.” 

Political commentator Erick Erickson debated “positive discrimina- 
tion” at an Oxford Union forum. His side opposed the practice, and they 
were victorious. 


Group Calls for Legal Person Status for a Chimpanzee 

“This petition asks this court to issue a writ recognizing that Tommy [the 
Chimp] is not a legal thing to be possessed by respondents, but rather is 
a cognitively complex autonomous legal person with the fundamental 
right not to be imprisoned.” 


Ina suit filed in the Supreme Court at Fulton County, New York, Stephen M. Wise of the Nonhuman 


Erick 
Erickson 


Rights Project is seeking to apply habeas corpus rights of humans to animals. 


China’s Policing of the Internet Grows 
“They have always been able to control newspapers, radios, and TV stations, but there have been some 
holes in the Internet, and the microblogging was the last hole. They have achieved their goal.” 

According to Beijing-based political analyst Chen Ziming, the growth of social media in China caught 
the attention of government officials, who proceeded to establish control over this form of free speech 
in the country. 
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Rising College Tuition Leading to Lower Student Numbers 

“We’re all kind of holding our breath. The really big question is: Where 
is all of this heading?” 

President James Edwards of Anderson University, a private Christian 
school that experienced a seven-percent drop in attendance, says his 
institution is one of many with a shrinking student population blamed 
by many on exorbitant tuition costs. 


Member of Congress Blames Her Lung Cancer on Asbestos 

“My asbestos-related condition has disrupted my life, limiting me in 
everyday activities, and interfering with a normal life.” 

A cigarette smoker during most of her adult life, 69-year-old Repre- 
sentative Carolyn McCarthy (D-N. Y.) discovered in early 2013 that 
she was suffering from lung cancer. She is one of a growing number of 
cigarette smokers trying to blame their cancer on asbestos. 


AP Images 


Democrat Voters Abandoning Their Party’s Incumbents 


“T told him I felt he’s listening to the Democratic Party, which has left us. It swung to the Left and Mark 


[Pryor] went with them.” 

Little Rock businessman Porter Briggs is a lifelong Democrat who was 
once a strong supporter of Senator Mark Pryor (D-Ark). But Pryor’ 
support of ObamaCare has led Briggs now to support 2014 ’s Republican 
challenger, Tom Cotton. 


Coins Left Behind at Airport Screening Process Add Up 
“What may seem like a small amount of change ... amounts to hundreds 
of thousands of dollars each year and can make a significant difference 
if used wisely.” 
After TSA reported collecting over $500,000 in loose change left at air- 
ports in 2012, Rep. Jeff Miller (R-Fla.) introduced a measure to have 
the money donated to groups such as the USO for use in easing the 
travels of service personnel and their families. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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QUICKQUOTES 


The EPA attack on coal is ill-conceived and unnecessary, as well as harmful 
to American businesses, jobs, workers, and consumers — everyone. 
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Impossible standards: The award-winning John W. Turk, Jr. Power Plant in 
‘Southwest Arkansas has:set records in the U.S. for its advanced technology, 
yet cannot meet EPA’s regulatory standards for new coal-fired power plants. 


by Ed Hiserodt and Rebecca Terrell 


s part of President Obama’s Cili- 
A mate Action Plan unveiled in 
June, his Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency (EPA) is mandating exorbitant 


and punitive limits on power plant carbon 
emissions. The EPA unveiled its proposal 
in September to restrict new power plants 
to technologically impossible standards of 


10 


carbon dioxide generation and capture. 
The announcement has brought down a 
storm of criticism from industry and pub- 
lic officials. “Never before has the fed- 
eral government forced an industry to do 
something that is technologically impos- 
sible,” countered U.S. Senator Joe Man- 
chin (D-W.Va.), who serves on the Senate 
Energy and Natural Resources Commit- 
tee. He warned, “If these regulations go 


into effect, American jobs will be lost, 
electricity prices will soar, and economic 
uncertainty will grow.” 

“The Obama Administration must think 
our country ... can operate on windmills,” 
quipped U.S. Senator Lamar Alexander 
(R-Tenn.), calling the new regulations 
“one more big, wet blanket on the Ameri- 
can economy.” 

The new rules would require future 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JANUARY 6, 2014 


coal-fired plants to release no more than 
1,100 pounds of carbon dioxide per 
megawatt-hour, down from almost 1,800 
pounds of CO, per megawatt-hour for the 
average conventional facility. They would 
also mandate that new plants capture their 
emissions, a feat requiring technology still 
in its infancy. 

Indiana Manufacturers Association 
President and CEO Patrick J. Kiely said 
the new regulations “will create a man- 
made energy crisis” that could shut down 
manufacturing, while National Associa- 
tion of Manufacturers (NAM) President 
and CEO Jay Timmons dubbed Obama’s 
Climate Action Plan a “misguided vision” 
and called on Congress “‘to set firm limita- 
tions on how the agency uses the Clean Air 
Act to regulate greenhouse gases.” 

Unwilling to await congressional action, 
NAM has joined forces with other indus- 
try groups such as the American Petroleum 
Institute to challenge the EPA’s so-called 
greenhouse gas (GHG) regulations. Though 
the U.S. Supreme Court agreed to hear the 
case, its October 15 order stipulates the re- 
view will be limited to whether the EPA is 
permitted to regulate GHG emissions for 
stationary sources — as opposed to motor 
vehicles — under the Clean Air Act. 

The court refused other petitions to chal- 
lenge its own 2007 decision that the EPA 
has a “statutory obligation” to regulate 
GHGs or to dispute whether GHGs should 
be classified as pollutants. These refusals 
have prompted environmental groups, such 
as the Sierra Club and the Environmental 
Defense Fund, to declare early victory, 
while Consumer Energy Alliance (CEA) 
Executive Vice President Michael Whatley 
told THE NEw AMERICAN, “There are still a 
number of regulations EPA is working on 
that target coal-fired electricity. We need to 
continue a grassroots campaign in the States 
to ensure a continued supply of affordable, 
reliable electricity into the future.” 

Critics realize the EPA is taking its 
marching orders from a president with an 
avowed goal of bankrupting the coal indus- 
try. During his first presidential bid in 2008, 
candidate Obama told the San Francisco 
Chronicle, “If somebody wants to build a 
coal-fired power plant, they can. It’s just 
that it will bankrupt them because they are 
going to be charged a huge sum for all that 
greenhouse gas that’s being emitted.” He 
added, “Under my plan of a cap-and-trade 
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system, electricity rates would nec- 
essarily skyrocket.” 

True to his campaign promises 
and bypassing Congress’ 2010 re- 
jection of cap-and-trade, Obama is 
foisting his wishes on the Ameri- 
can people through bureaucratic 
maneuvering and executive decree, 
threatening an industry that pro- 
vides more than 40 percent of our 
nation’s electric power needs and 
employs hundreds of thousands. 

Incredibly, in its own Regulatory Im- 
pact Analysis, which denies significant 
costs and economic effects, the EPA finds 
its new standards “will result in negligible 
CO, emission changes, energy impacts, 
[and] quantified benefits” but justifies the 
rules claiming they “help incentivize inno- 
vation that would lead to lower CO, emis- 
sions in the future.” Harping on this theme 
and ignoring both industry feedback and 
Obama’s blatant admissions, EPA admin- 
istrator Gina McCarthy denies targeting 
coal. “This proposal, rather than killing 
future coal, actually sets up a certain path- 
way forward for coal to be a part of the 
diverse mix in this country,” she claims. 


Carbon Capture 

This “certain pathway,” which would by 
bureaucratic condescension allow regula- 
tion-shackled coal-fired plants to peace- 
fully coexist with their less efficient, 
unreliable, and highly subsidized counter- 


i 
The coal hard truth: U.S. Energy Secretary Ernest Moniz (left) and EPA Administrator Gina 


Indiana Manufacturers Association 
President and CEO Patrick J. Kiely 


said the new regulations “will create 
a man-made energy crisis” that 
could shut down manufacturing. 


parts such as wind and solar, involves as- 
yet commercially unfeasible technology 
called “carbon capture and sequestration” 
(CCS). McCarthy points for proof of the 
technology’s usability to Southern Com- 
pany’s planned Plant Ratcliffe in Kemper 
County, Mississippi, subsidized with tax 
incentives and $245 million in Energy 
Department grants. But Ratcliffe proves a 
poor example, according to Southern Co. 
spokesman Tim Leljedal, who wrote, “Be- 
cause the unique characteristics that make 
the project the right choice for Mississippi 
cannot be consistently replicated on a na- 
tional level, the Kemper County Energy 
Facility should not serve as a primary 
basis for new emissions standards impact- 
ing all new coal-fired power plants.” He 
also criticized the revised standards be- 
cause they “essentially eliminate coal as 
a future generation option.” 

Ratcliffe sits on a healthy deposit of lig- 
nite, the low-cost coal it uses as fuel, and 
within close proximity to oil fields where 
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McCarthy both deny Obama’s climate plan targets coal, despite the president’s open admission of 


intent to bankrupt the coal industry. 
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Experts estimate it would take about 50 


percent of a coal power plant’s energy to 
capture and sequester its CO, output. 


the captured carbon can be injected to in- 
crease oil production. It would be diffi- 
cult to replicate these conditions in other 
parts of the country. The American Public 
Power Association (APPA) confirms this in 
a detailed response to the EPA’s proposal. 
APPA explains the heavily subsidized CCS 
technology is not commercially viable and 
only works in Kemper County’s uniquely 
favorable setting. It points out the “EPA has 
failed to answer the very important ques- 
tions of regulatory treatment and liability 
for CO, once it has been captured by a 
plant.” APPA believes the proposed rules 
are “poor public policy” and “will cause 
energy prices to increase considerably.” 
Burning coal produces CO,, and it is not 
a trivial problem to sequester the gas. A 
large coal-fired plant burns about 10,000 
tons of coal per day, producing about 590 
million cubic feet of CO,. To put this in 
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perspective, you could fill 85 
Hindenburg zeppelins, 800 
feet long and 12 stories high 
(which held about 35 times 
the volume of gas of a Good- 
year blimp), with one day’s 
CO, output from a major 
coal-fired plant. Experts es- 
timate it would take about 50 percent of a 
plant’s energy to capture and sequester its 
CO, output. 


Industry Alternatives? 

After a seven-year legal and regulatory 
battle, American Electric Power’s (AEP) 
Southwestern Electric Power Company 
(SWEPCO) opened the John W. Turk, Jr. 
Power Plant in southwest Arkansas. Turk 
is an award-winning power plant, making 
history as the first U.S. commercial gen- 
erator to employ ultra-supercritical (USC) 
technology. 

USC allows an increase in thermal effi- 
ciency of 10 to 12 percent, and CO, emis- 
sions are likewise decreased by about 10 
to 12 percent. The efficiency of any power 
plant is related to its operating temperature 
— the higher the temperature, the higher 
the efficiency. Operating in the supercriti- 


Coal crusader: Speaking at the September Consumer Energy Alliance forum in Nashville, 
Representative Marsha Blackburn (R-Tenn.) scoffed at the EPA as an “activist agency” whose new 
rules will hamper business and drive up energy costs. 
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cal range where steam temperatures ex- 
ceed 600° Celsius requires special metal- 
lurgy to offset the corrosive effects of very 
high-temperature pressurized water. 

However, even this award-winning 
technology does not satisfy the EPA’s new 
standards. “Ultra-supercritical plants, a 
highly efficient technology, cannot meet 
the proposed 1,100 pounds carbon diox- 
ide per megawatt-hour limits,” said Paul 
Loeffelman, director of Corporate Exter- 
nal Affairs for AEP. “We are already well 
on our way to achieving the goal of 17 
percent below 2005 levels for CO., but 
the technology simply does not exist to do 
what EPA said.” Loeffelman made these 
remarks at Consumer Energy Alliance’s 
Southeast Powering Our Future Forum in 
Nashville, Tennessee, days after the EPA’s 
announcement. 

CEA is a nonprofit coalition supporting 
a balanced energy policy and is planning 
a series of these forums nationwide, giv- 
ing stakeholders a chance to respond to 
the new rules. Speakers at the Nashville 
forum agreed EPA’s regulations will dam- 
age U.S. competitiveness by jeopardizing 
economical, reliable power in the midst of 
a global economy. Greer Tidwell, director 
of environmental management for Bridge- 
stone Firestone North American Tire, la- 
mented the EPA’s directives, recalling a 
site review he made in Costa Rica, where 
his hotel lights occasionally flickered off. 
Bridgestone opted against the site because 
“the important thing in deciding where to 
build a new plant is knowing the lights are 
going to be on,” Tidwell noted. 

“If we pursue this current course, 
blackouts are going to happen,” warned 
Kentucky Representative Jim Gooch, 
chairman of the House Natural Resources 
and Environment Committee. Tennessee 
Department of Agriculture Commissioner 
Julius Johnson added that farmers, not 
just manufacturers, need reliable energy 
to process products and send them to mar- 
ket. He pointed out the marketplace, rath- 
er than government regulation, is the best 
way to insure reliable, affordable energy. 

On the contrary, the EPA standards will 
drive inefficiency and high costs. “Other 
countries subsidize their steel industries 
and workforce,” said Jennifer Diggins, 
public affairs director for Nucor Corpora- 
tion, “so energy costs can make or break 
US. steel.” Naturally, countries without 
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GHG regulations will have cheaper costs 
and will win investments. 

Adding to the U.S. global disadvantage 
is the fact that coal is poised to overtake 
oil by the end of this decade as the world’s 
primary energy source. Coal is cheaper, 
more plentiful, and more reliable than 
other energy sources in Asia and Europe, 
according to Giles Dickson, vice president 
with the energy giant Alstom, who spoke 
at the World Energy Congress in South 
Korea on October 14. William Durbin, 
president of Global Markets Research for 
the energy consultancy firm Wood Mack- 
enzie, agreed and predicted that rising de- 
mand in China and India, unhampered by 
strict regulations, will propel coal to the 


top and increase carbon emissions in those 
countries dramatically. Ironically, AEP 
statistics show China’s emissions have al- 
ready grown 64 percent since 2004, while 
U.S. emissions have declined 10 percent. 
Experts estimate CO, emissions from de- 
veloping countries will rise more than 70 
percent in the next three decades, and by 
2040 the United States will account for 
only 13 percent of global CO, emissions. 

Yet U.S. companies are put on the de- 
fensive by their own federal government. 
Jerry Mullins of the National Mining As- 
sociation told CEA forum attendees that 
the EPA’s new rules take away motivation 
for technology, innovation, and research. 
“We ask for a level playing field,” he 


protested, “but the federal government is 
picking winners and losers.” 

“The government’s ‘all of the above’ 
[energy] strategy has become an ‘all but 
one’ strategy,” said Oglethorpe Power 
Company’s senior vice president of gov- 
ernmental affairs, Clay Robbins, referring 
to the Obama administration’s claims that 
it intends to invest in all energy sources. 
“If we don’t get our message out, we are 
absolutely going to be blamed for this,” he 
warned, adding, “When they’re finished 
with coal, they’Il come after gas.” 

Even now it is not the coal industry 
alone at risk; all businesses will feel the 
brunt of these draconian rules. Danny 
Gray of Charah Corporation addressed 


What Happens Without Coal 


by Ed Hiserodt and Rebecca Terrell 


ind and solar energy sources can wreak havoc on util- 

\ N / ity grids. This is because power must be used as it is 

generated, and generated as it is used. There is no way 

to store it. As consumer demand increases, so must generation, 

whether or not the wind is blowing or the sun is shining. As de- 

mand drops off — for instance, during mild weather or at night 

when there is a slowdown in commercial and industrial activity 

— electricity producers must reduce output to balance production 

and usage. When demand is low enough, producers must pay to 
put power on the grid, giving electricity a negative value. 

Of course, that isn’t true for subsidized “renewables,” which 
get priority access to the grid and guaranteed prices for their 
product regardless of its value. Your tax dollars are going to keep 
flowing to them in the form of government subsidies even when 
their continued production is causing major grid problems. You’ II 
also feel the effect in your monthly utility bill because the situ- 
ation forces non-subsidized producers, such as coal and nuclear 
plants, to remain online as spinning reserves to instantly modu- 
late their output in response to vacillating renewable sources, a 
process that is both expensive and inefficient. The more a grid 
relies on undependable renewables, the more unstable it becomes 
and the higher the risk of blackouts and brownouts. 

Europe is feeling the brunt of this ludicrous situation, prompt- 
ing its largest power companies to publicly call for an end to re- 
newable energy subsidies because subsidies are causing crippling 
utility bills and the threat of continent-wide blackouts. James 
Conca of Forbes reported that regardless of demand, consum- 
ers in France must pay wind generators their guaranteed €83 per 
megawatt hour ($112/MWh), whereas nuclear power wholesales 
for about €40 per megawatt hour ($54/MWh). 

Germany, where renewables comprise 25 percent of the power 
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portfolio, has the highest electricity prices in Europe, causing Ger- 
man newspaper Der Spiegel to declare electricity “a luxury good” 
and point out, “This year, German consumers will be forced to pay 
€20 billion ($26 billion) for electricity from solar, wind and biogas 
plants — electricity with a market price of just over €3 billion.” 
Meanwhile, Bloomberg reported, taxes Germans pay to support 
renewables have quintupled since 2009. Ironically, German CO, 
emissions are on the rise because the country’s coal plants must con- 
stantly ramp up and down in response to erratic renewable power. 

The story is repeated in other countries such as Spain, where 
renewables make up 27 percent of the energy mix and are also 
helping drive the second highest unemployment rate in Europe. 
A report by Gabriel Calzada Alvarez, economics professor at 
King Juan Carlos University in Madrid, shows for every four new 
“green” jobs created, the Spanish government’s renewable energy 
initiatives have destroyed nine jobs in other energy sectors. He 
warns that the United States can expect the same if it continues 
on its current path. 

Yet these are the countries President Obama has repeatedly 
praised as paragons of green energy leadership. Of course, we 
know skyrocketing electricity rates are part of his “save the Earth” 
campaign, and he knows renewable power could not compete 
without subsidies and under free market conditions. However, 
there is one thing his EPA could do to prevent blackouts already 
hitting areas stricken by this grid syndrome, especially Texas and 
Midwestern states. Since the agency is so eager to promulgate 
rules, how about a new mandate? “Subsidized energy generators 
must give way to base load providers when electricity supply is 
exceeded by available demand.” Otherwise, reliable producers 
will be forced into repeated generation interruptions that drive 
costs up and profits down. At some point they will find it unprof- 
itable to remain in business — a dream of environmentalists — 
until the lights go out. Hi 
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Statistics show China’s CO, emissions 
have already grown 64 percent since 


2004, while U.S. emissions have 
declined 10 percent. 


the downstream impacts of GHG regula- 
tion, giving the example of coal combus- 
tion products used in building materials, 
which keep prices low, avoid raw material 
extraction, and decrease the construction 
industry’s CO, emissions. For example, 
Charah’s EcoAggregate, a recycled, non- 
hazardous, bottom ash aggregate, replaces 
traditional raw material such as sand and 
limestone on construction projects — 
saving money and natural resources. He 
pointed out that without reliable power 
American farmers will be less produc- 
tive, endangering lives of those here and 
in countries dependent on U.S. food ex- 
ports. Stakes are high for manufacturing, 
transportation, and individual lifestyles as 
well. Gray expects to witness the shift in 
individual standards of living with what 
he calls the “clothesline effect,” as fami- 
lies go back to drying clothes on a line in 
the backyard in response to higher energy 
costs. 

Another metric will, of course, be un- 
employment, which is predicted to rise 
dramatically due to EPA’s arbitrary regula- 
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in Mississippi can i 
EPA bureaucrats point to the heavi 
paragon of coal’s future. 


tions. Representative Mike Hager 
of the North Carolina House of 
Representatives noted that the 
people least able to survive job 
losses are in the cross hairs. A re- 
cent analysis by the American Co- 
alition for Clean Coal Electricity 
(ACCCE) found, “If the EPA is 
allowed to continue its aggressive 
anti-coal agenda, the American economy 
will lose another 1.5 million jobs over just 
the next four years,” according to ACCCE 
president and CEO Mike Duncan. 

Regardless of cost/benefit analysis, the 
EPA is grossly overstepping its bounds in 
handing down such directives. Represen- 
tative Chuck Martin of the Georgia House 
said the EPA is authorized by law only to 
formulate standards for states to pursue, 
not to enforce mandates. The U.S. Court 
of Appeals reinforced this principle last 
January when it struck down the Cross- 
State Air Pollution Rule, which, among 
other defects, ignored that fact. It seems 
even now the highhanded agency is dictat- 
ing emission standards without regard to 
law or states’ rights. 

As to coal alternatives, Diggins cau- 
tioned, “You can’t run a steel mill off a 
wind turbine.” Wind, solar, and other en- 
ergy sources bearing the Orwellian des- 
ignation “renewable” will fail as viable 
substitutes for so-called fossil fuels. Ac- 
cording to Durbin: “Renewables cannot 
provide base load power,” the minimum 
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amount of power a utility company must 
make available to meet consumer demand 
at all times. Renewables are not dispatch- 
able, which means they cannot be called 
upon on demand. 

Joe Hoagland, senior vice president of 
policy and oversight of the Tennessee Val- 
ley Authority, explained, “Whenever you 
include renewables it requires the build- 
ing of a power plant for backup.” A reli- 
able backup plant (e.g., coal, natural gas, 
nuclear, hydro) is necessary when the sun 
isn’t shining and the wind isn’t blowing, 
because electricity demand does not vary 
with nature’s caprice. 


Changing Climate Consensus 

Perhaps the most compelling argument 
against Obama’s regulatory schemes is 
the fact that mankind is not actually re- 
sponsible for global climate change. “We 
can all agree that the climate is changing, 
but is that [mainly] because of man-made 
activities? Is it catastrophic?” asked Rep- 
resentative Gooch. “We need to challenge 
some of these assumptions.” He pointed 
out the EPA bases its regulations on 
flawed forecasts of United Nations com- 
puter models, noting projections made in 
2007 have not come true and the Earth 
has witnessed little warming in the last 10 
to 15 years. “I think we’re going to have 
another report from the [United Nations] 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change,” (IPCC) he mentioned. “It will 
be very interesting to see how they’re 
going to spin it.” 

He need wait no longer, because the 
IPCC’s latest spin is here. It is called Cli- 
mate Change 2013: The Physical Science 
Basis and comprises part one of the Fifth 
Assessment Report (AR5). There are no 
big surprises in the report’s claims — ex- 
treme weather events are increasing, polar 
ice caps are melting, sea levels are rising 
— and it is mainly because of GHG emis- 
sions from human activities. The big dif- 
ference is in 2007 the IPCC maintained a 
90-percent confidence level that mankind 
is to blame for most catastrophic climate 
change, and now that number is up to 95 
percent. 

AR5 promulgates anthropogenic (hu- 
man-caused) global warming as scientific 
consensus, ignoring the fact that thousands 
of climate experts adamantly disagree. For 
example, more than 30,000 American sci- 
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Powering industry: Coal <aaples roughly 40 percent of U.S. energy needs and is essential to powering an industrial economy. As one business 
executive noted, “You can’t run a steel mill off a wind turbine.” 


entists have signed The Global Warming 
Petition Project, which states in full: 


We urge the United States govern- 
ment to reject the global warming 
agreement that was written in Kyoto, 
Japan in December, 1997, and any 
other similar proposals. The pro- 
posed limits on greenhouse gases 
would harm the environment, hinder 
the advance of science and technol- 
ogy, and damage the health and wel- 
fare of mankind. 

There is no convincing scientific 
evidence that human release of car- 
bon dioxide, methane or other green- 
house gases is causing or will, in the 
foreseeable future, cause catastrophic 
heating of the Earth’s atmosphere 
and disruption of the Earth’s climate. 
Moreover, there is substantial evi- 
dence that increases in atmospheric 
carbon dioxide produce many benefi- 
cial effects upon the natural plant and 
animal environments of the Earth. 


How, then, could so many IPCC scien- 
tists reach opposite conclusions? The 
answer is found in their research meth- 
ods, say forecasting experts Kesten C. 
Green and J. Scott Armstrong, together 
with Harvard astrophysicist Willie Soon. 
They recently published a critique of AR5 
in Human Events, in which they explain 
IPCC research is based on computer 
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models generating scenarios that assume 
human activities drive climate change. 
“Well-constructed scenarios can be very 
convincing, in the same way that a well- 
crafted fictional book or film can be.” 
However, Green and his colleagues reveal, 
“Our audit of the procedures used to cre- 
ate their apocalyptic scenarios found that 
they violated 72 of 89 relevant scientific 
forecasting principles.” 

Though modeling based on scenarios is 
vastly different from scientific forecasting, 
policymakers unaware of the difference 
will assume ARS is full of forecasts — and 
alarmists know it is not. But policymakers 
at the very least should be cognizant of the 
fact that “IPCC’s past forecasts have been 
spectacularly wrong.” 

So say climate experts Tom Harris and 
Dr. Jay Lehr in their review of ARS. Refut- 
ing some of the IPCC’s spectacular errors, 
they remark that though CO, emissions are 
constantly increasing in the 21st century, the 
Earth was warmer in the 13th century than 
it is now. Global ice cover has not changed 
significantly in more than 30 years. The 
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has remained steady 
EI ae USA 


for centuries. And 


according to the Na- 
tional Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Admin- 
istration, numbers 
of extreme weather 
events are decreasing, 


not increasing. But with billions of dollars 
each year invested in “green” energy, gov- 
ernments are not likely to acknowledge re- 
ality and change course soon. 


Ill Winds 

Nor will the EPA halt its attack on coal- 
fired power plants. Along with proposed 
rules for new plants, President Obama has 
also ordered the agency to recommend 
guidelines on CO, emissions from existing 
power plants in June 2014. One year later 
the EPA will issue its final mandates, and 
by June 2016, states must provide their 
plans for implementing the new rules. 

In anticipating what to expect, Loeffel- 
man says look no further than the Mercury 
and Air Toxics Standard rule, also known 
as the MATS or Utility MACT (maximum 
available control technology), currently 
used by the EPA to set all emission limits. 
He states that by 2016 the current MATS 
rule “will contribute to more than 50 giga- 
watts of coal generation being retired,” 
which equates to more than 300 power 
plants. The EPA-estimated price tag of 
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$9.8 billion to implement and comply with 
MATS “exceeds EPA estimates of costs 
from all prior utility clean air regulations,” 
said Loeffelman. 

Is a turnaround possible? That depends 
on taxpayers’ ability to recognize such 
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EPA mandates for what they are: arbitrary 
quotas based on alarmist pseudo-science 
imposed on an uneducated electorate to 
prop up an inflated eco-bureaucracy and 
lucrative environmental industry at the 
expense of public health, general welfare, 
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Stumping global-warming alarmists: 
Receding glaciers in Alaska and Canada 
reveal ancient tree trunks, serving as proof 
that, without human interference, Earth was 
once much warmer than it is now. 


the environment, and advances in science 
and technology. It certainly is not the first 
time our federal government has inflated 
itself from a baseless claim posing as 
science. Green and his colleagues com- 
piled a list of 26 analogies to the man- 
made global-warming scare, including 
overpopulation, global cooling, and acid 
rain in the 1960s and 1970s, and CFCs 
and the ozone hole in the 1980s. Noth- 
ing came of any of these except absurd 
and costly regulations and government 
growth. 

Once the public realizes global warm- 
ing is another farce intended to expand 
government power, it must demand re- 
peal of all EPA emissions mandates and, 
preferably, disbanding of the unconstitu- 
tional agency altogether. States are per- 
fectly capable of taking care of their own 
back yards. Hf 
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Admits Mandela's Leadership Role 


Throughout Nelson Mandela’s life, he and others denied 
that he was a communist functionary. Now that he 

is dead, it has been revealed that he was a top-level 
communist. 
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"Comrade" Mandela stands next to South African Communist Party (SACP) boss and KGB 
operative Joe Slovo, a key figure in the takeover of South Africa. 


by Alex Newman 


hortly after the death of South 
S African revolutionary Nelson 
Mandela, the South African Com- 
munist Party and the African National 
Congress both released official state- 
ments acknowledging what was already 
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well known among experts: “Comrade” 
Mandela was indeed a Communist Party 
leader who served on the Soviet-backed 
organization’s Central Committee. Ac- 
cording to the Communist Party statement 
on Mandela’s passing, not only was the 
confessed terror leader a senior official 
on the South African Communist Party’s 


highest decision-making body, he was ac- 
tually close to the outfit until his death. 

Until the day of his death on December 
5, apologists for Mandela still claimed im- 
plausibly that his “alleged” alliance with 
international communism was mostly a 
marriage of convenience. Some of his more 
ardent or ignorant fans, relying on decades 
of lying denials from Mandela and others 
in the know about his membership in the 
party, even tried to claim that charges of 
communism were fabrications by apart- 
heid supporters, “conspiracy theorists,” and 
“extremists.” For now, the press outside of 
South Africa does not seem to have even 
noticed the Earth-shattering news. 

The controversial revolutionary fig- 
ure, who admittedly oversaw a ruthless 
but largely forgotten campaign of ter- 
ror against civilians that left women and 
children of all races dead, simply could 
not have really been a card-carrying com- 
munist — or so his adoring fans wanted 
to believe, at least. The latest evidence, 
however, confirms otherwise, once again. 
Now the truth is officially out, but whether 
it will be reported by the establishment 
press remains to be seen. 

Much of the world — especially gov- 
ernment leaders, dictators, the press, and 
South Africans — has been too busy 
mourning his passing to take notice of the 
explosive revelations. However, the now- 
irrefutable fact that Mandela played a key 
role in the ruthless international commu- 
nist movement should not be forgotten 
amid the praise. It has now been officially 
admitted, and despite the lack of attention, 
remains crucial to understanding Mandela 
and his real legacy. 

Conservative estimates suggest that in 
the last century alone, communist regimes 
— virtually all of which backed Mandela 
with troops, funding, and more — have 
been responsible for at least 100 million 
murders. The numbers are probably much 
higher. Mandela’s own admitted terror 
campaign, including the infamous 1983 
Church Street bombing, which killed 19 
and wounded over 200, claimed many 
lives, too. He pled guilty to over 150 acts 
of public violence. 

In the statement released on December 
6 and published by assorted Marxist out- 
fits, the South African Communist Party, 
or SACP, helped shed light on all of it. “At 
his arrest in August 1962, Nelson Mandela 
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was not only a member of the then under- 
ground South African Communist Party, 
but was also a member of our Party’s 
Central Committee,” the SACP said in 
the statement, illustrating once again the 
enormity of the long and successful track 
record of communist deception. 


Days of Denial 

As to why it was denied for so long, SACP 
deputy general secretary Solly Mapaila 
was quoted in South African news reports 
as saying it was for “political reasons” — 
apparently people would have been upset 
to realize their hero and supposed “‘libera- 
tor” was, actually, a card-carrying commu- 
nist. “There was a huge offensive by the 
oppressive apartheid regime at the time 
against communists,” Mapaila said, add- 
ing that all of the terrorists tried at Man- 
dela’s Rivonia Trial were party members. 

When Mandela was released from pris- 
on, Mapaila added, the mass-murdering 
regime ruling over what was then the So- 
viet Union was supposedly “crumbling,” 
and there was “too much negativity around 
the Soviet system” to tell South Africans 
the truth. He added: “But we should not 
focus on that now, let us focus on resting 
the old man.” 

Unsurprisingly, the statement went on 
to praise Mandela and his African National 
Congress (ANC), where the South African 
revolutionary would go on to found the 
outfit’s armed wing. “To us as South Afri- 
can communists, Comrade Mandela shall 
forever symbolise the monumental contri- 
bution of the SACP in our liberation strug- 
gle,” the SACP said. “The contribution of 
communists in the struggle to achieve the 
South African freedom has very few paral- 
lels in the history of our country.” 

Also admitted in the SACP statement 
are facts that his adoring fans — the 
United Nations even designated a “Nel- 
son Mandela International Day,” while 
Obama compared him to George Wash- 
ington and ordered flags flown at half- 
mast — will have even more trouble 
explaining away. “After his release from 
prison in 1990, Comrade Madiba became 
a great and close friend of the communists 
till his last days,” the South African Com- 
munist Party said, referring to Mandela by 
his tribal name. 

Today, the common perception of the 
South African revolutionary, who regu- 
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larly sang “struggle” songs advocating the 
mass-murder of whites, holds that he was 
a “political prisoner.” Left unmentioned in 
the SACP statement and the adoring obitu- 
aries, of course, was the fact that Mandela 
was repeatedly offered the opportunity to 
walk out of jail if he would just renounce 
violence, which he consistently refused 
to do. For the SACP and the international 
communist movement, he represented 
nothing less than a hero for his positions 
and activities. 

“The passing away of Comrade Man- 
dela marks an end to the life of one of the 
greatest revolutionaries of the 20th centu- 
ry, who fought for freedom and against all 
forms of oppression in both their countries 
and globally,” the SACP continued, per- 
haps hoping to rally support for commu- 
nism by making the announcement now, 
amid worldwide praise for one of their for- 
mer leaders. “In Comrade Mandela we had 
a brave and courageous soldier, patriot and 
internationalist who, to borrow from Che 
Guevara, was a true revolutionary guided 
by great feelings of love for his people, an 
outstanding feature of all genuine people’s 
revolutionaries.” 

The communists then went on to praise 
Mandela’s corruption-plagued ANC — 
which governs South Africa in an alliance 
with the SACP and a coalition of labor 
unions — as well as the controversial but 
intimate link between the two supposedly 
distinct forces. “The one major lesson we 
need to learn from Mandela and his gen- 


eration of leaders was their commitment to 
principled unity within each of our Alliance 
formations as well as the unity of our Alli- 
ance as a whole and that of the entire mass 
democratic movement,” the statement said. 

“Their generation struggled to build and 
cement the unity of our Alliance, and we 
therefore owe it to the memory of Com- 
rade Madiba to preserve the unity of our 
Alliance,” the SACP continued about the 
Communist Party union with the ANC. 
“Let those who do not understand the ex- 
tent to which blood was spilt in pursuance 
of Alliance unity be reminded not to throw 
mud at the legacy and memory of the likes 
of Madiba by being reckless and gambling 
with the unity of our Alliance.” 


Communism to Keep Spreading 
However, despite all of the praise, the 
SACP acknowledged that the effort to 
enslave South Africa under communist 
tyranny was not yet complete. Suggesting 
that Mandela supported their plans, the 
SACP said that “some would like us to 
believe” that the revolutionary’s push for 
“national reconciliation” meant leaving 
some freedoms in place — or “class and 
other social inequalities in our society,” as 
the communists put it. That is not the case, 
however, the party claimed. 

“For Madiba, national reconciliation 
was a platform to pursue the objective of 
building a more egalitarian South African 
society free of the scourge of racism, pa- 
triarchy and gross inequalities,” it said, 


Revolutionary reunion: Mandela reunited with his second wife, Winnie, a fervent “necklacing” 
advocate and current ANC leader despite the Truth and Reconciliation Commission concluding 
she was responsible for murder and torture of children. 
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Extending a hand: President Obama shakes hands with Cuban communist despot Raul Castro 


while attending the memorial service in South Africa for another high-level communist, Nelson 
Mandela. In his remarks, Obama compared Mandela to America’s Founding Fathers. 


ignoring the spectacular horrors afflicting 
Communist Party-ruled North Korea, for 
example, or Cuba, where fervent Mandela 
ally Fidel Castro has shown what a society 
tuled by their “ideology” really looks like. 
“And true national reconciliation shall 
never be achieved in a society still charac- 
terized by the yawning gap of inequalities 
and capitalist exploitation.” 

Ironically, perhaps, since communist 
forces seized power in South Africa two 
decades ago, it has become one of the most 
unequal societies in the world in terms of 
wealth distribution. In a nutshell, as in 
every country dominated by communist 
political forces, leaders and their cronies 
end up with what remains of the perpetu- 
ally diminishing supply of wealth, while 
everyday people end up living in squalor 
— oftentimes starving to death. 

“In honour of this gallant fighter, the 
SACP will intensify the struggle against all 
forms of inequality, including intensifying 
the struggle for socialism, as the only politi- 
cal and economic solution to the problems 
facing humanity,” the statement noted. The 
passing of Mandela, the outfit claimed, 
represents a “second chance” for everyone 
who has not “fully embraced a democratic 
South Africa” and “majority rule” — in 
other words, everyone who has not em- 
braced totalitarianism under the guise of 
mob rule, instead of the rule of law, as in 
republics such as the one established in the 
United States under the Constitution. 
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The ANC, meanwhile, also confirmed 
Mandela’s Communist Party membership 
while praising the former leader of its 
armed wing, Umkhonto we Sizwe (Spear 
of the Nation). “Madiba was also a mem- 
ber of the South African Communist Party, 
where he served in the Central Commit- 
tee,” the ANC statement admitted. “His 
was a choice to not only be a product but 
the maker of his and his people’s history.” 

“In his lifetime of struggle through the 
African National Congress, he assumed 
and was assigned various leadership posi- 
tions,” the ANC added. “He served with 
distinction. He was part of the ANC lead- 
ership collective and did not make deci- 
sions without first reflecting with his com- 
rades. Yet he would fight for the principle 
of what was the right thing to do.” 

Of course, increasingly iron-clad evi- 
dence of Mandela’s prominent role in the 
international communist conspiracy had 
been trickling out for decades. Early on, 
for example, there was a hand-written doc- 
ument by Mandela, dubbed “How to Be a 
Good Communist,” that was cited during 
his successful prosecution for sabotage, 
subversion, and terror. “We communist 
party members are the most advanced 
revolutionaries in modern history,” Man- 
dela proclaimed in the essay. “The people 
of South Africa, led by the South African 
Communist Party, will destroy capitalist 
society and build in its place socialism.” 

More recently, as THE NEW AMERICAN 


reported in late 2012, evidence uncov- 
ered by British historian Stephen Ellis 
also exposed Mandela’s denials of Com- 
munist Party membership as a fraud, all 
the while trying to downplay the signifi- 
cance. The new research, based on party 
minutes and more, confirmed not only 
that the ANC leader was a member of 
the SACP, but also that he was actually 
a senior official working with the party’s 
Central Committee. 

As THE NEW AMERICAN has docu- 
mented extensively over a period of de- 
cades, despite Mandela’s communism 
and terrorism, Western governments and 
power brokers, along with the world’s 
ruthless communist despots, played a 
key role in bringing him to power. Now, 
however, even with the undeniable truth 
exposed, even as South Africa descends 
into chaos, genocide, and grinding pov- 
erty, it is unlikely that apologies will be 
forthcoming. 

An excellent analysis of Mandela’s 
Communist Party membership, written by 
anti-apartheid activist and Afrikaner jour- 
nalist Rian Malan, explains the enormous 
significance well. South Africans and the 
world have been duped. The “man of 
peace” who is so widely revered around 
the world was not the real Mandela. If hu- 
manity knew that it was idolizing a man 
now conclusively exposed as a Soviet- 
backed Communist Party leader and an 
admitted terrorist, however, the reaction 
to his death may have been different. For 
more on the real Mandela, see William F. 
Jasper’s July 3,2013 online TNA article, 
“Saint”? Mandela? Not so Fast!” 

The end does not, and will never, justi- 
fy the means, no matter what communists 
and Mandela apologists may claim. Amid 
the global outpouring of praise, victims 
of Mandela’s bombing campaigns have 
faded from memory. So, while the world 
mourns the loss of Mandela, perhaps re- 
membering his victims — who were pri- 
marily fellow blacks suspected of being 
opposed to the communist takeover of 
South Africa — would be a more worth- 
while endeavor; along with the many tens 
of millions of victims of communism all 
over the world. They have been almost 
erased from history, but everyone who 
loves the truth has a responsibility to en- 
sure that they are not forgotten, and that 
history does not repeat itself. Ii 
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Pope Francis denounced capitalism in his Evangelii Gaudium letter to Catholics 
worldwide, and his statement was a shocker to some laissez-faire economists. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


ope Francis’ Evangelii Gaudium 
P (“The Joy of the Gospel”) explicitly 

condemned free market economics 
with an epithet against “trickle-down” eco- 
nomics that caught global headlines, even 
though the Pope’s “apostolic exhortation” 
wasn’t really about economics. The follow- 
ing quote cheered leftists across the world: 


Some people continue to defend 
trickle-down theories which assume 
that economic growth, encouraged 
by a free market, will inevitably suc- 
ceed in bringing about greater jus- 
tice and inclusiveness in the world. 
This opinion, which has never been 
confirmed by the facts, expresses a 
crude and naive trust in the goodness 
of those wielding economic power 
and in the sacralized workings of the 
prevailing economic system. 


“Trickle-down economics” has never been 
a term used by supporters of a free market 
to describe their views, but rather it has 
always been an insult deployed by oppo- 
nents of free markets. The Pope’s docu- 
ment, primarily about expanding the reach 
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of the Catholic Church, drew choruses of 
amens from the Washington Post’ leftist 
Eugene Robinson and huzzahs from the 
far-left ThinkProgress website, while The 
Atlantic magazine cheered the “Vatican’s 
journey from anti-communism to anti- 
capitalism.” 

The November 24 “apostolic exhorta- 
tion” is a non-binding teaching document 
issued by the Pope, addressed to Catho- 
lics, not an “infallible” ex cathedra pro- 
nouncement. In practice, however, many 
Catholics will be persuaded by the main- 
stream media that they must follow this 
non-binding teaching. 

Francis does not go so far as to call for 
abolition of private property, as private 
property is a principle enshrined in two of 
the Bible’s 10 commandments (“thou shall 
not steal” and “thou shall not covet”) and 
in the Catholic Church’s non-binding so- 
cial teaching documents such as the 1891 
Rerum Novarum (which Francis quotes). In 
fact, Francis confirmed the idea of rights to 
private property, writing that “the private 
ownership of goods is justified by the need 
to protect and increase them, so that they 
can better serve the common good.” 

But was Pope Francis correct in his con- 
demnation of a free market when he wrote 


that “we can no longer trust in the unseen 
forces and the invisible hand of the mar- 
ket”? Those countries that have followed 
a relatively free market have historically 
been rewarded with wealth and all of its 
attendant progress — better healthcare, 
higher living standards, etc. — in every 
country where it has been tried, and to the 
extent that it has been tried. All one has 
to do is look at the contrast between the 
open-market West Germany versus the 
socialist market East Germany, the open- 
market South Korea versus the socialist 
North Korea, Hong Kong versus mainland 
China (before the most recent market- 
based reforms), and on and on. If the Pope 
was claiming that free markets don’t bring 
more consumer goods to a larger number 
of people, there’s plenty of historical evi- 
dence to prove him wrong. 

An economic commentary was not the 
main point of Evangelii Gaudium, nor 
even the crux of the small part devoted to 
human need. Pope Francis primarily con- 
demned materialism — the “new idolatry 
of money” — in the economic portion of 
his letter, a condemnation which all but the 
most extreme secular libertarians would 
second. Indeed, a purely selfish capital- 
ism — as envisioned by radical libertar- 
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ian atheist Ayn Rand — would do nothing 
to help feed and clothe people unable to 
work for themselves because of paralysis 
and other health conditions through no 
fault of their own. But fortunately, many 
who benefit from capitalism are motivated 
by their religious beliefs to help those truly 
in need. And capitalism — to the extent it 
is market-driven — not only creates more 
wealth than is otherwise possible, it also 
creates better-paying jobs and provides 
goods and services at the lowest possible 
price. The result: Everyday people are 
much better off than they would be in a 
managed economy. 

One could argue that, leading up to the 
financial crisis (and since), government 
has heavily favored the financial sector 
— favorable regulations, suppression of 
interest rates, no personal financial liabil- 
ity for well-paid executives who bankrupt 
their companies, and taxpayer bailouts 
— which doesn’t actually produce any 
physical consumer good. And government 
has unfairly favored other industries with 
political connections: auto-industry bail- 
outs, no-bid contracts on the ObamaCare 
website, defense contracts that can only be 
called “crony capitalism,” copyright law, 
and green energy. But this government 
interference — not the free market — is 
what has led to greater suffering and eco- 
nomic recessions. 

Indeed, one could argue that the true 
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Market capitalism: A key part of any free market system is voluntarism, of which the food pantry 


“trickle-down” economics practiced 
by governments around the world — a 
practice in a continuous state of failure 
— is economic Keynesianism. Keynesian 
economic theory focuses upon the flow 
and demand of money, and was behind 
the idea that the U.S. federal government 
had to use taxpayer dollars to bail out 
Wall Street in order to save Main Street, 
that government assistance for wealthy 
industries has been necessary to help 
give jobs to the poor ... because, propo- 
nents of the programs essentially argued, 
the money would “trickle down.” As it 
turned out, none of the money did, and 
the U.S. economy remains mired in high 
unemployment levels. 

Francis instead called on his fellow 
Catholics to do more than think about GDP 
and personal wealth, but to think instead 
about personal responsibility to charity and 
for social rules that no longer give those 
special favors to the rich and powerful: 


Growth in justice requires more than 
economic growth, while presuppos- 
ing such growth: it requires deci- 
sions, programmes, mechanisms 
and processes specifically geared to 
a better distribution of income, the 
creation of sources of employment 
and an integral promotion of the 
poor which goes beyond a simple 
welfare mentality. 
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above represents, to help those who can’t help themselves. Free market-oriented Christians 
believe private interests can provide these services to the poor more efficiently and humanely 


than any government program. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


It has long been in the tradition of the 
Catholic Church to speak of the personal 
charitable duty of the individual Christian, 
a responsibility that is not enforceable by 
the state, according to the church’s Rerum 
Novarum: “Tt is a duty, not of justice (save 
in extreme cases), but of Christian charity 
— a duty not enforced by human law. But 
the laws and judgments of men must yield 
place to the laws and judgments of Christ 
the true God.” In essence, while the church 
has traditionally supported the right to pri- 
vate property, it also notes that there is a 
personal duty to use that private property 
to help others. 

Economics is a social science that teach- 
es people what will happen in a given set 
of circumstances; it is the (rather imper- 
fect) science of human decision making. 
As such, economics is amoral — just like 
all true sciences. And like all true sciences, 
some people (such as devotees of the late 
novelist Ayn Rand) claim economics and 
morality have nothing to do with each 
other. But the person who says morality 
favors one economic philosophy over an- 
other is as wrong as the person who says 
that economics and morality have nothing 
to do with each other. Technically, eco- 
nomics — even when studied accurately 
— tells the economist nothing about what 
a person or national economy should do. 
Economics is more like a road map of how 
to get from one place to another; morality 
decides the desired destination. 

The Catholic Church’s doctrine, as 
embodied in Scripture and its dogmatic 
tradition (21 ecumenical councils and 
less than a handful of “infallible” papal 
ex cathedra pronouncements), claims its 
teaching is binding on faithful Catho- 
lics in matters of faith and morals, but 
it makes no claims on expertise in how 
to apply those principles to sciences and 
other technical matters. 

It’s difficult to predict what impact 
this papal pronouncement on Catholics in 
America and elsewhere, especially since 
the Pope laid out no specific government 
action agenda. But a lack of specifics 
may also be a clue to what the new Pope 
has in store. Since he avoided laying out 
a detailed political prescription for alle- 
viating global poverty, Pope Francis may 
have recognized the limitations of the ex- 
pertise of his station within the Catholic 
tradition. Hi 
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About This Index 


G G he Freedom Index: A Congressional Scorecard Based 
on the U.S. Constitution” rates congressmen based on 


their adherence to constitutional principles of limited 
government, fiscal responsibility, national sovereignty, and a tradi- 
tional foreign policy of avoiding foreign entanglements. To learn 
how any representative or senator voted on the key measures de- 
scribed herein, look him or her up in the vote charts. 
The scores are derived by dividing a congressman’s constitutional 
votes (pluses) by the total number he cast (pluses and minuses) and 
multiplying by 100. 
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Indefinite military detention is now an accepted U.S. government practice. Detainees, including 
U.S. citizens, can be held indefinitely without trial in facilities such as Guantanamo Bay in Cuba. This 
violates basic legal guarantees including habeas corpus and the right to a speedy and public trial. 


Our second look at the 113th Congress 
shows how every member of the House 
and Senate voted on key issues, such as the 
effort to defund ObamaCare via a continu- 
ing resolution, indefinite military detention 
(House), and immigration reform (Senate). 


House Vote Descriptions 


1 Indefinite Military Detention. 
During consideration of the defense 
authorization bill (H.R. 1960), Rep. Adam 
Smith (D-Wash.) offered an amendment to 
eliminate indefinite military detention of 
any person detained in the United States, its 
territories, or possessions, under the 2001 
Authorization for Use of Military Force. 
Smith’s amendment would call for the im- 
mediate transfer of such detained persons 
to trial in a civilian court. Furthermore, 
Smith’s amendment would repeal a provi- 
sion of the 2012 defense authorization law 
that requires mandatory military custody 
of members or associates of al-Qaeda who 
planned or carried out attacks against the 
United States or its coalition partners. 

The House rejected Smith’s amendment 
on June 13, 2013 by a vote of 200 to 226 
(Roll Call 228). We have assigned pluses to 
the yeas because indefinite detention with- 
out trial is a serious violation of long-cher- 
ished legal protections including the right 
to habeas corpus, the issuance of a warrant 
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This is our second index for the 113th Congress. The average House 
score for this index (votes 11-20) is 51 percent, and the average Senate 
score is 36 percent. Eight representatives and eight senators earned 
100 percent. Our first index for the current Congress appeared in our 
July 22, 2013 issue. An online version of the “Freedom Index” is also 
available (click on “Voting Index” at TheNewAmerican.com.) 

We encourage readers to examine how their own congressmen 
voted on each of the 10 key measures, as well as overall. We also 
encourage readers to commend legislators for their constitutional 
votes and to urge improvement where needed. 
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The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a Rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a Rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 
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based on probable cause (Fourth Amend- 
ment), and the right to a “speedy and pub- 
lic” trial (Sixth Amendment). Under the 
National Defense Authorization Act, the 
president may abrogate these rights sim- 
ply by designating terror suspects, includ- 
ing Americans, as “enemy combatants.” A 
government that would lock up anyone in- 
definitely without trial is certainly moving 
toward tyranny, and legislation to prevent 
this abuse of power is needed. 


1 ” Mens and Food Programs. This 

legislation (H.R. 1947) would au- 
thorize roughly $939 billion through fis- 
cal 2018 for federal farm aid, nutrition 
assistance, rural development, etc. This 
bill would also institute programs to man- 
age milk supplies and subsidies for farm- 
ers. Significantly, this proposed legislation 
would restrict eligibility for the Supplemen- 
tal Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP), 
known as food stamps, and allow states to 
conduct drug testing on SNAP applicants. 

The House rejected H.R. 1947 on June 
20, 2013 by a vote of 195 to 234 (Roll 
Call 286). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because this legislation would call 
for nearly $1 trillion in unconstitutional 
spending. The constitution does not au- 
thorize the federal government to sub- 
sidize food, farmers, or poverty. These 
subsidies have resulted in large market 
distortions as the government essential- 
ly picks winners and losers in the food 
production industry, and the fact that the 
number of people enrolled in food stamp 
programs has grown consistently illus- 
trates that these programs do little to lift 
people out of poverty. 


1 Offshore Oil and Gas. This leg- 

islation (H.R. 2231), the Offshore 
Energy and Jobs Act, would allow for in- 
creased energy exploration and production 
on the Outer Continental Shelf and provide 
for equitable sharing of energy production 
revenue for all coastal states. The act also 
instructs the energy secretary to lease areas 
off the coast of South Carolina and South- 
ern California that have geologically prom- 
ising hydrocarbon resources. 

The House passed H.R. 2231 on June 
28, 2013 by a vote of 235 to 186 (Roll Call 
304). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because increased exploration and utili- 
zation of the country’s energy resources- 
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would greatly assist economic growth and 
energy independence for our nation. 


1 ABiving Russian Helicopters for 
‘Afghan Security Forces. During 
consideration of the defense appropria- 
tions bill (H.R. 2397), Rep. Mike Coffman 
(R-Colo.) introduced an amendment to de- 
fund a Defense Department purchase of 30 
Russian Mi-17 helicopters. Circumventing 
Congress, the Defense Department on June 
13, 2013 awarded a $553.8 million contract 
to the Russian state-owned arms export firm 
Rosoboronexport for the purchase of the 
helicopters. Coffman’s amendment would 
specifically strip that amount from the 
DOD’s Afghanistan Security Forces Fund. 
The House adopted Coffman’s amend- 
ment on July 23, 2013 by a vote of 346 to 
79 (Roll Call 390). We have assigned plus- 
es to the yeas because it is preposterous that 
the United States would take U.S. taxpayer 
dollars to purchase helicopters for the new 
Afghan military from Rosoboronexport, a 
Russian state-owned export company that 
has manufactured and supplied arms to 
enemy states, such as Iran and Syria. 


1 U.S.-China Joint Military Exer- 

cises. During consideration of the 
defense appropriations bill (H.R. 2397), 
Rep. Steve Stockman (R-Texas) offered an 
amendment to prohibit funds to “be used 
for United States military exercises which 
include any participation by the People’s 
Republic of China.” On September 6, 2013, 
after this amendment was rejected, three 
Chinese warships arrived at Pearl Harbor 


ye 


to participate in a joint one-day search-and- 
rescue drill with the U.S. Navy guided-mis- 
sile cruiser U.S.S. Lake Erie. The joint ex- 
ercise was conducted on September 9, 2013. 
On November 12, 2013, for the first time 
in U.S. history, Chinese People’s Libera- 
tion Army troops put boots on U.S. soil as 
they participated in a joint “Disaster Man- 
agement Exchange” with the U.S. Army 
Pacific, the Hawaii Army National Guard, 
and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. The 
amendment to prohibit the use of funds for 
such ventures was intended to prevent the 
US. military from participating in them. 

The House rejected Stockman’s amend- 
ment on July 24, 2013 by a vote of 137 to 
286 (Roll Call 404). We have assigned plus- 
es to the yeas because communist China 
is a self-proclaimed enemy of the United 
States, responsible for the deaths of tens 
of millions of people in the 20th century; 
continues to persecute countless political 
dissenters, Christians, and other religious 
minorities; and has recently threatened to 
target and destroy U.S. cities with nuclear- 
tipped ICBMs. Military collaboration with 
the Chinese regime will not diminish the 
security threat it poses to the United States 
but, if anything, heighten it. 


1 Military Intervention. During 

consideration of the defense appro- 
priations bill (H.R. 2397), Rep. Adam Schiff 
(D-Calif.) offered an amendment to prohibit 
funding for military actions after December 
31, 2014 that are carried out pursuant to 
the 2001 Authorization for Use of Military 
Force (AUMF). As Rep. Schiff noted: “The 


Land of milk and food stamps: The federal farm bill contained nearly $1 trillion in unconstitutional 
spending. This money is used to control milk prices and provide subsidies for staple commodities 
such as corn, as well as fund the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program — food stamps. 
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113th CONGRESS, Votes 11-20 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
19 Radel (R ) 70% - + + + - - + + + + 70% 
20 Hastings, A. (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - = = 35% 
21 Deutch (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - = 30% 
22 Frankel (D ) 40% + + - + - to - - = = 25% 
23 Wasserman Schultz (D)40% + + - + - + - - = | 32% 
24 Wilson, E (D ) 40% + + - + - t+ - = = = 37% 
25 Diaz-Balart (R ) 40% - - + - + ee ee 44% 
26 Garcia (D ) 20% + - - + = - + - = 15% 
27 Ros-Lehtinen (R ) 50% - - + + + - 2 + + - 44% 
GEORGIA 
1 Kingston (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 79% 
2 Bishop, S. (D ) 40% + + + - - a 25% 
3 Westmoreland,L.(R)60% - - + + + - = + + + 68% 
4 Johnson, H. (D ) 30% + + - - - t+ - - = = 25% 
5 Lewis (D ) 44% 2 + - + | t+ t+ - = = 33% 
6 Price, T. (R) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 80% 
7 Woodall (R ) 60% - - + + - + - + + + 65% 
8 Scott, A. (R) 50% - - + + - eos db gt ok (KOK 
9 Collins, D. (R) 56% - + + + - - - 2? + + 68% 
10 Broun (R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 
11 Gingrey (R ) 70% - + + + + - = + + + 80% 
12 Barrow (D ) 40% - - + + + a 45% 
13 Scott, D. (D) 30% + + - + - - ee ee 15% 
14 Graves, T. (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 80% 
HAWAII 
1 Hanabusa (D ) 40% + + - + - t+ - - = = 30% 
2 Gabbard (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - = 40% 
IDAHO 
1 Labrador (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 89% 
2 Simpson (R ) AW, = = de dh Ss 2 ab ok = (KOM 
ILLINOIS 
1 Rush (D) 63% + + - + - + + - 2? 2? 44% 
2 Kelly, R. (D) 40% + + - + - + - - = = 27% 
3, Lipinski (D ) 30% - + - + + - ee ee 15% 
4 Gutierrez (D ) 44% + + - + - ee Se Ss 26% 
5 Quigley (D ) 40% + + - + - +o - = = = 21% 
6 Roskam (R ) AOS 2 = & = = = = dbo dbs 50% 
7 Davis, D. (D ) 60% + + - + + + + - - = 45% 
8 Duckworth (D ) 30% + + - + - - 5 5 = e 15% 
9 Schakowsky (D ) 40% + + - + - to - = = = 37% 
10 Schneider (D ) 30% + + - + - 200s) oes ee 15% 
11 Foster (D ) 30% + + - - + - ee ee 21% 
12 Enyart (D ) 30% + - - + - t+ - = = = 20% 
13 Davis, R. (R) 60% - - + + + - + + + - 65% 
14 Hultgren (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 75% 
15 Shimkus (R ) 60% + - + + + - - + + = 63% 
16 Kinzinger (R ) 30% - - + - - - 2 + + - 50% 
17 Bustos (D ) 29% + - - + ? 2 2? - - = 18% 
18 Schock (R ) 38% - - + 2? - - 2? + + - 56% 
INDIANA 
1 Visclosky (D ) 30% + + - - = to - = = = 20% 
2 Walorski (R ) 40% - - + - - - = +t + + 55% 
3 Stutzman (R ) 70% - + + + + - = + + + 75% 
4 Rokita (R ) Gh = = & Pf ® P DP ah ce (HO 
5 Brooks, S. (R ) 40% - - + - + a ee 55% 
6 Messer (R ) Gs = = 4 2 4 = = db cok 
7 Carson (D ) 56% + + - + - + + - 2? = 37% 
8 Bucshon (R ) Gs = =» ££ A # soe de ok (OSE 
9 Young, T. (R) 40% - - + + - - = bt +t 50% 
IOWA 
1 Braley (D ) 40% + - - - + + - - = 30% 
2 Loebsack (D ) 40% + - - + - + + - - 25% 


Freedom Index 
Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
3 Latham (R ) 40% - - + + - - = + + - 55% 
4 King, S. (R) 60% - - + + + - = + + + 70% 
KANSAS 
1 Huelskamp (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 
2 Jenkins (R ) 50% - - + - + - + + + - 60% 
3 Yoder (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 70% 
4 Pompeo (R) 50% - + + - - - - + + + 60% 
KENTUCKY 
1 Whitfield (R ) 30% - - + - - a ee 42% 
2 Guthrie (R ) 50% - - + + + - = + + - 60% 
3 Yarmuth (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - + | 45% 
4 Massie (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 
5 Rogers, H. (R) 30% - - + - = - = + + - 40% 
6 Barr (R) 60% - - + + + - = + + + 65% 
LOUISIANA 
1 Scalise (R ) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 75% 
2 Richmond (D ) 56% + + + + - - + 2? = - 37% 
3 Boustany (R ) 30% - - + - - - = + + 45% 
4 Fleming (R ) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 85% 
5 Alexander, R. (R ) 33% - - + - - e oo db dy 47% 
6 Cassidy (R ) 60% - - + + - - + + + + 65% 
MAINE 
1 Pingree (D ) 50% + + + - + + - - = 40% 
2 Michaud (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - 30% 
MARYLAND 
1 Harris (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 70% 
2 Ruppersberger(D) 10% - + - - - - oe eee 5% 
3, Sarbanes (D ) 50% + + - + - + t+ - + | 42% 
4 Edwards (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - = 35% 
5 Hoyer (D ) 30% + + - + - - = eee 20% 
6 Delaney (D ) 33% + + - + - = = 2 = 21% 
7 Cummings (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - | 35% 
8 Van Hollen (D ) 40% + + - + - + - ee 30% 
MASSACHUSETTS 
1 Neal (D) 38% 2? + - + - 2 + - = = 24% 
2 McGovern (D ) 60% + + - + + Po 42% 
3 Tsongas (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - | 32% 
4 Kennedy (D ) 40% + + - + - + - - = | 32% 
5 Vacant 
6 Tierney (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - + = 32% 
7 Capuano (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - = 39% 
8 Lynch (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - 35% 
9 Keating (D ) 50% + + + - + + - + = 26% 
MICHIGAN 
1 Benishek (R ) 50% + + - + + + - 60% 
2 Huizenga (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 70% 
3 Amash (R ) 90% + + + + - + + + + + 95% 
4 Camp (R) 40% - - + + - - = + + - 55% 
5 Kildee (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - | 40% 
6 Upton (R) Ny = 2 he ee & & a FM 
7 Walberg (R ) 50% - - + + - - - + + + 60% 
8 Rogers,Mike(R) 30% - - + - - - = + + - 50% 
9 Levin, S. (D ) 30% - + - + - + - = = = 25% 
10 Miller, C. (R ) G4 = = & & = Se oe do gk ok (HON 
11 Bentivolio (R ) 80% + - + + + - + + + + 80% 
12 Dingell (D ) 30% + + - - = - + = = 21% 
13 Conyers (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - - 40% 
14 Peters, G. (D ) 30% + - - + - t+ - - | = 30% 
MINNESOTA 
1 Walz (D ) 33% + - - + - ee a ee ee 
2 Kline, J. (R) 30% - - + - = - = + + = 50% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a Rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a Rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 
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2001 AUMF was never intended to autho- 
rize a war without end, and it now poorly 
defines those who pose a threat to our coun- 
try. That authority and the funding that goes 
along with it should expire concurrent with 
the end of our combat role in Afghanistan.” 

Schiff also noted: “The Constitution 
vests the Congress with the power to de- 
clare war and the responsibility of appro- 
priating funds to pay for it. It is our most 
awesome responsibility and central to our 
military efforts overseas. We owe it to the 
men and women we send into combat to 
properly define and authorize their mis- 
sion, and my amendment will effectively 
give Congress the next 16 months to do so.” 

The House rejected Schiff’s amend- 
ment on July 24, 2013 by a vote of 185 
to 236 (Roll Call 410). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because only Congress 
has the constitutional authority to declare 
war and appropriate funds to pay for it. 
Authorizing the president to use military 
force without a declaration of war is a 
shifting of responsibility from Congress 
to the executive branch that essentially al- 
lows the president to exercise dictator-like 
powers and should be opposed. 


1 NSA Surveillance of Phone Rec- 

ords. During consideration of the 
defense appropriations bill (H.R. 2397), 
Rep. Justin Amash (R-Mich.) offered an 
amendment to end the blanket collection 
of records under the Patriot Act. Amash’s 
amendment would also prevent the NSA 
and other agencies from using provisions 
of the Patriot Act to collect records, in- 
cluding phone records, from persons who 
are not subject to an investigation. As Rep. 
Amash noted during the debate on his 
amendment, “My amendment ... limits the 
government’s collection of the records to 
those records that pertain to a person who 
is the subject of an investigation pursuant 
to section 215 [of the Patriot Act].” 

The House rejected Amash’s amend- 
ment on July 24, 2013 by a vote of 205 
to 217 (Roll Call 412). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because any effort to 
limit the collection of Americans’ personal 
information by the surveillance state is a 
good thing. Blanket collection of electron- 
ic records of citizens who are not under 
investigation is a violation of the Fourth 
Amendment’s prohibition on search and 
seizure without a warrant. 


26 


See 
Seles iis 


Unaffordable disaster: Despite Republican attempts to defund the Affordable Care Act 
(ObamaCare), it remains in force, causing fiscal and emotional havoc. The end of 2013 saw a 
disastrous rollout for the ObamaCare website and revealed higher insurance premiums ahead. 


1 Congressional Approval of Fed- 

eral Regulations. This bill (H.R. 
367) would require agencies of the execu- 
tive branch to obtain approval from Con- 
gress before enacting any proposals deemed 
to be “major rules.” The definition of “major 
tules” includes proposals likely to cost more 
than $50 million, rules that would have an 
adverse effect on the economy, regulations 
pertaining to implementation of a carbon 
tax, and rules made under ObamaCare. 

The House passed H.R. 367 on August 
2, 2013 by a vote of 232 to 183 (Roll Call 
445). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because in recent decades the executive 
branch, via various federal agencies and ex- 
ecutive orders, has exercised a great deal of 
unconstitutional power. An executive who 
can write laws and regulations apart from 
the legislature is basically a king or a dic- 
tator, and this abuse of power is precisely 
what the Founding Fathers tried to prevent 
with the separation of powers. 


1 Continuing Resolution/Defund- 

ing ObamaCare. This bill (House 
Joint Resolution 59) would provide con- 
tinuing appropriations to fund government 
operations from the beginning of fiscal year 
2014 on October 1, 2013 until December 
15, 2013 at approximately the same amount 
of “discretionary” spending as fiscal 2013, 
and it would defund ObamaCare. This bill 
represents the House Republicans’ imple- 
mentation of the strategy for defunding 
ObamaCare via a continuing resolution 
(CR). Democrats, on the other hand, op- 
posed any omnibus CR that did not also 


fund ObamaCare. The impasse led to the 
16-day partial government shutdown at the 
start of the new fiscal year. 

The House passed the CR on September 
20, 2013 by a vote of 230 to 189 (Roll Call 
478). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because, even though the bill contains ap- 
propriations for huge amounts of unconstitu- 
tional spending, it would completely defund 
unconstitutional ObamaCare in fiscal 2014. 
2 Continuing Resolution (GOP 

Cave-in). The impasse over the 
continuing appropriations bill came to an 
end when, on the 16th day of the partial 
government shutdown, the House con- 
curred in a Senate amendment that rewrote 
the House bill H.R. 2775, which had only 
contained a provision to prevent Obam- 
aCare subsidies to individuals without ver- 
ifying income, etc. As amended, the bill 
suspended the federal debt limit through 
February 7, 2014, and continued funding 
government operations through January 
15, 2014 at the fiscal 2013 post-sequestra- 
tion spending level. It did not include any 
provision to defund ObamaCare. 

On October 16, 2013, Rep. Hal Rogers 
(R-Ky.) offered a motion to concur in the 
Senate amendment, and the House agreed 
to his motion by a vote of 285 to 144 
(Roll Call 550). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because the negotiated deal 
contained in this bill constituted a cave-in 
by 87 Republicans that ended the govern- 
ment shutdown as well as the Republican 
attempt to defund the unconstitutional 
ObamaCare law. Hi 
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113th CONGRESS, Votes 11-20 Freedom Index 


Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
3 Paulsen (R ) 40% - - + + - - = +t + 55% 10 Nadler (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - - 40% 
4 McCollum (D ) SOM ee ee 4 & @ = = « AOA 11 Grimm (R ) 33% - - + - ? eos & & a AY 
5 Ellison (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - = = 40% 12 Maloney, C. (D ) 50% + + - + - t+ + - = = 35% 
6 Bachmann (R ) 78% - + + + + + - 2? + + 89% 13 Rangel (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - + = 40% 
7 Peterson (D ) 50% + - + + - t+ - + = = 45% 14 Crowley (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - - 40% 
8 Nolan (D ) 50% + + - + - tbodb ees 35% 15 Serrano (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - + - 40% 
MISSISSIPPI 16 Engel (D ) 30% + + - + - - = = = = 26% 
1 Nunnelee (R ) 50% - - + + - - - + + + 60% | 17 Lowey) A eae i 30% 
2 Thompson,B.(D) 67% + + + + - + 4 = 2 = 37% | 18 Maloney,s.() 30% - + - + - to = = = = 20% 
3 Harper (R) 40% - - + + - - - + Ft («50% 19 Gibson, C. (R) 80% + - + + + + + + + - 75% 
4 Palazzo (R ) 60% - - + + + - 2 + + + 60% | 20 Tonko D) 50% + + - + - t+ + - = = 35% 
21 Owens (D ) 30% - - + + - - + = = - 30% 
MISSOURI 22 Hanna (R ) 33% - - + + - - = + 2 = 44% 
1_Clay (D) i Al SO a Reed, T. (R ) 60%  - + + + - = + + + 60% 
2 Wagner (R) ees TES ee | 24 Maffei (D ) 60% + + - + + t+ + - = = 35% 
3 Luetkemeyer(R) 50% - - + - + - - + + + 60% 25. Slaughter (D ) Rd Pon dee sla 8 see Be 
ay Hartacn(X) a E | 26 Hiosins (D) 4% 4 oe eb 2 ke ee. 80M 
5 Cleaver (D ) 63% + + - + - ++ 2 7 35% | Collins, C. (R ) 60% - - + + + - = + + + 60% 
6 Graves, S. (R ) QWs = 2 #& # & eos db dt ok RK 
7 Long (R) 40% - - + - - - - + + + 55% | NORTH CAROLINA 
8 Smith, J. (R) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 75% 1 Butterfield (D ) AN hs saa eee 10% 
2 Ellmers (R ) 40% - - + - - - = + + + 55% 
hes 3, Jones (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 100% 
AL Daines (R) 50% = - + - + = + + + - 60% | 94> Price D. (D) a ne 
NEBRASKA 5 Foxx (R) 50% - - + + - - = + + + 60% 
1 Fortenberry (R ) 40% - - + + - - = + + - 55% 6 Coble (R) 40% - - ? ? ? ? 2? + + - 64% 
2 Terry (R) 40% - - + + - - = + + = 55% 7 McIntyre (D ) 60% - - + + + + - + + - 58% 
3 Smith, Adrian(R) 40% - - + - + es ie oe = SM 8 Hudson (R) 60% - - + + + - - + + + 70% 
NEVADA 9 Pittenger (R ) 50% - + + + - - = + + = 56% 
1 Titus (D) 40% + + - + - gee ee 20% 10 McHenry (R ) Gj = = #£ 4 «& - + + + - 61% 
2 Amodei (R ) Gigs os 5 # a AO a ae 11 Meadows (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 75% 
3 Heck, J. (R) 50% - + + + - : ao + & = 60% 12 Watt (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - - 40% 
4 Horsford (D ) UW, & 4 = 2B 2 7? 2? - = 13% | 13 Holding (R) 60% - - + + + - 7 + + + 68% 
NEW HAMPSHIRE NORTH DAKOTA 
1 Shea-Porter (D ) 33% 2? + - + - - + - = - 22% | AL Cramer (R) BU 2s ap ae og ap gps BBN 
2 Kuster (D ) 40% + + - + - + - - = | 20% OHIO 
NEW JERSEY 1 Chabot (R) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 75% 
1 Andrews (D ) 30% + + - + = aca ie Be. B59 2 Wenstrup (R ) 50% = sh ch = = es os & & A OOM 
2 LoBiondo (R) CO ss) | 3. Beaty) 44% + + - + - + 2? - = = 26% 
3 Runyan (R) 200% - - - - = a a ae Sie 35% 4 Jordan (R ) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 75% 
4 Smith, C. (R) GW = #& = # ¢ es db db ct = (KOK 5 Latta (R) 60% - - + + + - = + + + 65% 
5 Garrett (R ) 80% - + + + + - + +t + + 75% 6 Johnson, B. (R) (0 G ee ees ee ee 70% 
6 Pallone (D ) A & & - 2 ® a a 38% 7 Gibbs, B. (R) 60% - - + + + - = + + + 65% 
7 Lance (R) 40% - + - + - - - + + - 50% | 8 Boehner (R) ae Se: 
8 Sires (D) Tn ne | 9 Kaptur (D) 45 ee 2 es ee = 26% 
9 Pascrell (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - = = 40% 10 Turner (R ) 0 eee tee teat 0 
10 Payne (D ) fis 2 8 5 a 2 fan a eee 26% 11 Fudge (D ) 40% + + - + - - t+ ee 30% 
11 Frelinghuysen(R) 20% - - - - - - = Ft + = 35% 12 Tiberi (R ) 0 Be a ae eG 
12 Holt (D) 50} LL Le + 4 7 - - 39% | 13 Ryan, TO) 40% + + - + - to tit es 55% 
NEW MEXICO 14 Joyce (R) 30% - - + - = = & = 50% 
. : 15. Stivers (R ) 30% - - + - = - oe t+ 50% 
1 LujanGrisham,M.(D)50% + + - + - t+ + - = = 25% (GURGRCEES Cee eae ear ee 7 
2 Pearce (R) GW = 2 4 = & - + + + + 70% 
3 Lujan, B. (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - - 35% | OKLAHOMA 
NEW YORK 1 Bridenstine (R ) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 90% 
< 2 Mullin (R ) (0% 2s = 2 = ¢ - + + + + 70% 
1 Bishop, T. (D ) 40% + + - + - t+ - = = = 25% 5 
: 3 Lucas (R) 50% - - + + - ee a eo 55% 
2 King, P (R) 30% - - + - = - = + + = 45% 4 Col eas 5 are 9 
ole (R ) 40% + + + + 47% 
3 Israel (D ) 40% + + - + - t+ - - = = 20% 4 Lankford (R) i See ama eS ODE 
4 McCarthy, C. (D ) ¢ 7 2 2 2 2 7 ¢ F 7 0% 
5 Meeks, G. (D ) WW & Boe as + - - = = 32% | OREGON 
6 Meng (D ) 33% 4+ + - + - ° 2° 2 ta cs 16% 1 Bonamici (D ) 50% + + oe eo 2 = = Bm 
7 Velazquez (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - - 37% 2 Walden (R ) 50% = - + + - - 7 + + + 60% 
8 Jeffries (D ) 50% + + - + © + toe = 35% 3 Blumenauer (D ) 50% + + - + - oe oe es = {Bhs 
9 Clarke (D) Aine Aen ees ee ae eG 4 DeFazio (D ) 60% + + - + + + + - - - 40% 
5 Schrader (D ) 40% + - - + - + t+ - + - 35% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a Rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a Rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 
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Votes: 11-20 11°12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 11°12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 
PENNSYLVANIA 20 Castro (D ) 40% + 4+ - + - + - - = = 25% 
1 Brady, R. (D) 50% + + - + - + $+ - = = 35% 21 Smith,lamar(R) 40% - - + - - eos gh ob ck (HOM 
2 Fattah (D ) 50% ? + - + - + + - ? - 33% 22 Olson (R) 50% - - + + - - - + + + 60% 
3 Kelly (R) 40% - - + - + - - + + - 55% | 23 Gallego (D) 30% - + + + - = 2 = = = 15% 
4 Perry (R) 70% - + + + - - + + + + 70% 24 Marchant (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 75% 
5 Thompson,G.(R) 60% - - + + + - + t+ + - 65% 25 Williams (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 75% 
6 Gerlach (R ) 50% - - + + + a a 50% 26 Burgess (R ) 80% - - + + + + + + + + 75% 
7 Meehan (R) 50% - + + + - - 2 +t +t 55% 27 Farenthold (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 70% 
8 Fitzpatrick (R ) HO = 2 Poa - + + + - 58% 28 Cuellar (D ) 30% - - + + - a 25% 
9 Shuster (R ) 60% - + + + + - Ft t= 65% 29 Green, G. (D ) (0% 4 ob oo a bob eee BM 
10 Marino (R ) 50% - - + - + - = + + + 55% 30 Johnson, E. (D ) 40% + + - + - + - - = = 25% 
11 Barletta (R ) 57% - - + + ? >? 2? + + - 59% 31 Carter (R ) 40% - - + - - - = + + + 50% 
12 Rothfus (R ) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 75% 32 Sessions, P. (R ) 60% - - + + + - = + + + 63% 
13 Schwartz (D ) 30% + + - + - - - = = - 21% | 33 Veasey (D ) 40% + + - + - to - = = = 25% 
14 Doyle (D ) 56% + + - + - + + 2? - = 42% 34 Vela (D) 40% - - + + - - + + - = 25% 
15 Dent (R) 50% - - + + + a ee 50% 35 Doggett (D ) 50% + + - + - t+ + - - - 35% 
16 Pitts (R ) 70% - + + + + = = t+ + + 70% 36 Stockman (R ) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 95% 
17 Cartwright (D ) 40% + + - + - - $F - ee 35% | UTAH 
18 Murphy, 7. (R ) 53 2a a saci ee So 1 Bishop, R. (R) Si = = P = & eo db ok ck AM 
RHODE ISLAND 2 Stewart (R ) 60% - - + - + - + + + + 65% 
1 Cicilline (D ) 50% + + - - t+ + - = = 35% 3 Chaffetz (R ) (5 = = & = = Se ee ee 
2 Langevin (D ) 30% + + - + - - ee ee 15% 4 Matheson (D ) 50% - + + + + ee 50% 
SOUTH CAROLINA VERMONT 
1 Sanford (R ) 80% + + - + - + + + + + 86% AL Welch (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - - 40% 
2 Wilson, J. (R) 50% - - + - = - + + + + 60% VIRGINIA 
3, Duncan, Jeff (R ) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 80% 1 Wittman (R) 30% - - + - a a ee 50% 
4 Gowdy (R ) 80% - + + + + - + + + + 75% 2 Rigell (R) AGS & de ode ase oe & se OE 
5 Mulvaney (R ) 80% - + + + - + + + + + 75% 3 Scott, R. (D) 50% + # 2 # + a ara 35% 
6 Clyburn (D ) 56% SP ar = ap = ah aP ? = = 35% 4 Forbes (R) 40% a 5 ve S z ¥ 2 a 55% 
7 Rice (R) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 70% 5 Hurt (R) i ee ee - - + t + 70% 
SOUTH DAKOTA 6 Goodlatte (R ) (0% 2s # 2 = # eos gh ok | OSM 
AL Noem (R) Gi = = & a cs es 2 & & GDM 7 Cantor (R) 30% - - + - - - = + + = 45% 
TENNESSEE 8 Moran, James(D) 50% + + - + - + t+ - + | 25% 
1 Roe (R) 30% - - + + + ke ee 70% 9 Griffith (R ) 90% + - + + + + + + + + 80% 
2 Duncan,John(R) 100% + + + + + ood IY 10 Wolf (R) es a SA ae ea), 
3 Fleischmann (R ) 60% - - + - + - + + + + 65% 11 Connolly (D ) 0% + + 7 Ft - + + - + + 30% 
4 DesjJarlais (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 80% | WASHINGTON 
5 Cooper (D) 50% + + + + - ei S&S oe eS 35% 1 DelBene (D ) 50% + + - + - nn 30% 
6 Black, D. (R) We = 2 # 2 4 = od ode kk GIG 2 Larsen, R. (D ) 33% + 2? - + - to - = = = 21% 
7 Blackburn,M.(R) 50% - - + - - - + + + + 63% 3 Herrera Beutler (R ) Se re P 2 BP 2 = Cs 
8 Fincher (R) Gi «= = 2 & & ee Sea 4 Hastings, D. (R ) 40% - - + + - - = + + = 55% 
9 Cohen (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - = 40% 5 McMorris Rodgers (R)56% - - ? + + - + + + - 63% 
TEXAS 6 Kilmer (D ) 40% + + - + - to - = = = 25% 
1 Gohmert (R ) GN s & we db + + + 95% 7 ile Te @) UE ei siees cys eee: 
2 Poe (R) 80% - - + + + + + + + + 80% 8 Reichert (R) 30% - - + - - ee ee 
3 Johnson, S. (R ) AM, = = db 5 = es oe gb ob a SRK 9 Smith, Adam(D) = 22% + + 2 - - So eee Sree tue 
4 Hall (R) 30% - - + + + - kk + + 80% 10 Heck, D. (D ) 40% + + - + - to - = = 20% 
5 Hensarling (R ) GO = £ 2 bs - - + + + 65% | WEST VIRGINIA 
6 Barton (R ) 60% - - + - + - + + + + 65% 1 McKinley (R ) 50% - - + + + - = + + - 55% 
7 Culberson (R ) WS 9 = 2 db & & GAM 2 Capito (R) 50% - - + + + - = + +t = 55% 
8 Brady, K. (R) 50% - + + - - - = + + + 60% 3 Rahall (D ) Sh th see ee 0 
9 Green, A. (D ) 50% + + + + - +o - - = = 30% WISCONSIN 
10 McCaul (R ) 60% - - + + + - = + + + 65% 1 Ryan, P. (R) 70% - + + + + - et +t E 70% 
11 Conaway (R ) C0 a ap RR np 3b 2 Pocan (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - - - 40% 
12 Granger (R ) 40% - - + = - - = + + 55% 3 Kind (D) 40% + + - + - 4+ - = = = 20% 
13 Thornberry (R ) QWs 2 8 2 ee tb os SDS 4 Moore (D ) 50% + + - + - t+ + - - = 35% 
14 Weber (R ) 70% - - + + + - + + + + 70% 5 Sensenbrenner (R) 90% - + + + + + + + + + 90% 
15 Hinojosa (D ) 40 cee es ee ci) eee see 08 6 Petri (R) 80% + - + + - + + + + + 80% 
16 O'Rourke (D ) 50% + + - + - + + - = = 30% 7 Duffy (R) 60% - - + + - - + t+ + + 63% 
17 Flores (R ) 60% - - + + + - = + + + 65% 8 Ribble (R) 60) arse fae bee eA 
18 Jackson Lee (D ) 40% + + - + - t+ - = = = 37% 
19 Neugebauer (R ) 60% - - + + + - = + + + 70% biicseeciaka 
AL Lummis (R ) 60% - - + + - - + + + + 70% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a Rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a Rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 
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Senate Vote Descriptions 


Border insecurity: Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) tried to make border security a prerequisite for 


i Saks eae ay 


amnesty. The Senate didn’t go for it, so now along with a virtual amnesty for illegal immigrants 
already here, the flow of new illegal immigrants will continue. 


1 Border Security. During consid- 

eration of the Immigration Over- 
haul (S. 744), Senate Majority Leader 
Harry Reid (D-Nev.) offered a motion to 
table (kill) an amendment offered by Sen. 
Rand Paul (R-Ky.) that would “not allow 
the processing of this new category called 
registered provisional immigrants until 
Congress votes that the border is secure.” 
Paul’s amendment featured a requirement 
that Congress certify every year for five 
years that the border is secure or at least 
making specific progress toward border 
security as defined in detail by the amend- 
ment. If Congress would vote in any of 
these five years that the border is not be- 
coming more secure, then the processing 
of people as “registered provisional immi- 
grants” as provided for in S. 744 would stop 
until Congress would vote that the border is 
becoming more secure. 

The Senate agreed to Reid’s motion 
and killed the Paul amendment on June 
19, 2013 by a vote of 61 to 37 (Roll Call 
154). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because it is the constitutional duty of 
the United States to “protect [every state] 
against Invasion” (Article IV, Section 4). 


1 Immigration Reform. This bill 

(S. 744) would provide an overhaul 
of U.S. immigration policy that features 
the granting of immediate legal status 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


for most illegal immigrants in the United 
States (aka amnesty), new visa programs 
for a wide range of workers from low- 
skilled to high-skilled, and new border se- 
curity measures (only reducing the illegal 
immigration rate by 25-50 percent accord- 
ing to the Congressional Budget Office). 
While the rate of legal immigration into 
the United States is currently about one 
million per year, this bill would raise the 
average legal immigration rate to several 
million per year. 

The Senate passed the Immigration 
Overhaul on June 27, 2013 by a vote of 
68 to 32 (Roll Call 168). We have assigned 
pluses to the nays because the large-scale 
amnesty and new visa programs coupled 
with a lack of effective border security 
would lead to both large increases in legal 
immigration and continuing large-scale il- 
legal immigration, even though the U.S. 
government has the duty under Article IV, 
Section 4 of the Constitution to “protect 
[every state] against Invasion.” Further- 
more, we have assigned pluses to the nays 
because, by granting amnesty, increasing 
levels of legal immigration, and permit- 
ting continued large-scale illegal immigra- 
tion, this bill provides a transition to the 
open borders sought by the advocates of a 
North American Union and other regional 
government schemes threatening our na- 
tional sovereignty. 


1 Student Loans. During consid- 
eration of the Keep Student Loans 
Affordable Act of 2013 (S. 1238), Senate 
Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.) of- 
fered a motion to invoke cloture and thus 
end debate on the bill so it could be voted 
on. This act would serve to extend the 
3.4-percent interest rate on undergradu- 
ate Stafford loans disbursed to students 
between July 1, 2011, and July 1, 2013 to 
between July 1, 2011, and July 1, 2014. 
The Senate rejected Reid’s motion, 
and thus did not invoke cloture, on July 
10, 2013 by a vote of 51 to 49 (Roll Call 
171). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because forcing a vote on an unconstitu- 
tional action of the federal government is 
a bad thing. The U.S. government should 
not be in the business of subsidizing high- 
er education to begin with, and continuing 
a low interest rate on student loans would 
merely encourage this unconstitutional ac- 
tivity. Additionally, owing to the ease of 
obtaining government loans for education 
and the sheer amount of unpaid student 
debt, the nation is now facing a colossal 
“student debt bubble” that could have se- 
vere negative economic consequences. 


1 Aid to Egypt. During consideration 

of the fiscal 2014 Transportation- 
HUD appropriations bill (S. 1243), Sen. 
Bob Corker (R-Tenn.) offered a motion to 
table (kill) an amendment by Sen. Rand Paul 
(R-Ky.). Paul’s amendment would have es- 
tablished that the July 3, 2013 overthrow 
of the Mohammed Morsi government in 
Egypt was a military coup d’état, thus pro- 
hibiting the United States from providing 
military aid to Egypt until another “demo- 
cratic” election occurs. As Paul noted in the 
text of the amendment, “The United States 
is legally prohibited from providing for- 
eign assistance to any country whose duly 
elected head of government is deposed by 
a military coup d’ état, or removed in such a 
way that the military plays a decisive role.... 
[Military aid] shall be halted until the Presi- 
dent certifies to Congress that democratic 
national elections have taken place in Egypt 
followed by a peaceful transfer of power.” 

The money that would be used for mil- 
itary aid to Egypt would instead, under 
Paul’s amendment, be redirected for the 
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Senate Vote Scores VY 


Votes: 11-20 

ALABAMA 

Shelby (R ) 90% 

Sessions, J. (R ) 89% 
ALASKA 

Murkowski (R ) 50% 

Begich (D ) 0% 
ARIZONA 

McCain (R ) 44% 

Flake (R ) 38% 
ARKANSAS 

Pryor (D ) 0% 

Boozman (R ) 80% 
CALIFORNIA 

Feinstein (D ) 0% 

Boxer (D ) 0% 
COLORADO 

Udall, Mark (D ) 0% 

Bennet (D ) 0% 
CONNECTICUT 

Blumenthal (D ) 0% 

Murphy, C. (D ) 0% 
DELAWARE 

Carper (D ) 0% 

Coons (D ) 0% 
FLORIDA 

Nelson (D ) 0% 

Rubio (R ) 70% 
GEORGIA 

Chambliss (R ) 80% 

Isakson (R ) 80% 
HAWAII 

Schatz (D ) 0% 

Hirono (D ) 0% 
IDAHO 

Crapo (R ) 100% 

Risch (R ) 100% 
ILLINOIS 

Durbin (D ) 0% 

Kirk (R ) 60% 
INDIANA 

Coats (R ) 80% 

Donnelly (D ) 0% 
IOWA 

Grassley (R ) 100% 

Harkin (D ) 0% 
KANSAS 

Roberts (R ) 90% 

Moran, Jerry (R ) 90% 
KENTUCKY 

McConnell (R ) 90% 

Paul (R ) 100% 
LOUISIANA 

Landrieu, M. (D ) 0% 

Vitter (R ) 90% 
30 
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75% 
84% 


58% 
28% 


50% 
71% 


20% 
70% 


5% 
5% 


5% 
15% 


5% 
5% 


5% 
5% 


5% 
75% 


70% 
70% 


5% 
5% 


95% 
95% 


0% 
60% 


70% 
20% 


85% 
0% 


85% 
84% 


90% 
95% 


16% 
80% 


Votes: 11-20 

MAINE 

Collins (R ) 40% 

King, A. (I) 10% 
MARYLAND 

Mikulski (D ) 0% 

Cardin (D ) 0% 
MASSACHUSETTS 

Warren (D ) 0% 

Markey (D ) 0% 
MICHIGAN 

Levin, C. (D ) 0% 

Stabenow (D ) 0% 
MINNESOTA 

Klobuchar (D ) 0% 

Franken (D ) 0% 
MISSISSIPPI 

Cochran (R ) 80% 

Wicker (R ) 80% 
MISSOURI 

McCaskill (D ) 0% 

Blunt (R ) 80% 
MONTANA 

Baucus, M. (D ) 0% 

Tester (D ) 0% 
NEBRASKA 

Johanns (R ) 80% 

Fischer (R ) 80% 
NEVADA 

Reid, H. (D ) 10% 

Heller (R ) 80% 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Shaheen (D ) 0% 

Ayotte (R ) 60% 
NEW JERSEY 

Menendez (D ) 0% 

Booker (D ) 
NEW MEXICO 

Udall, T. (D ) 0% 

Heinrich (D ) 0% 
NEW YORK 

Schumer (D ) 0% 

Gillibrand (D ) 0% 
NORTH CAROLINA 

Burr (R ) 80% 

Hagan (D ) 0% 
NORTH DAKOTA 

Hoeven (R ) 70% 

Heitkamp (D ) 0% 
OHIO 

Brown, Sherrod (D ) 0% 

Portman (R ) 70% 
OKLAHOMA 

Inhofe (R ) 86% 

Coburn (R ) 100% 
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Votes: 11-20 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 1-20 Votes: 11-20 

OREGON UTAH 

Wyden (D ) 0% 10% Hatch (R ) 50% 

Merkley (D ) 0% 10% Lee, M. (R ) 100% 
PENNSYLVANIA VERMONT 

Casey (D ) 0% 7 ? 5% Leahy (D ) 0% 

Toomey (R ) 80% + + + + + + + + - 80% Sanders (I ) 0% 
RHODE ISLAND VIRGINIA 

Reed, J. (D ) 0% 10% Warner (D ) 0% 

Whitehouse (D ) 0% 10% Kaine (D ) 0% 
SOUTH CAROLINA WASHINGTON 

Graham (R ) 60% + + + + - + + 55% Murray (D ) 0% 

Scott, T. (R ) 90% + + + + + + + + + 90% Cantwell (D ) 0% 
SOUTH DAKOTA WEST VIRGINIA 

Johnson, Tim (D ) 0% - 10% Rockefeller (D ) 0% 

Thune (R ) 90% + + + + + + + - + + 75% Manchin (D ) 10% 
TENNESSEE WISCONSIN 

Alexander, L. (R ) 70% + + + + + - + + 60% Johnson, R. (R) 90% 

Corker (R ) 60% a 7 od oe dh a (GM Baldwin (D ) 0% 
TEXAS WYOMING 

Cornyn (R ) 90% + + + + + + + + + 89% Enzi (R ) 100% 

Cruz (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 95% Barrasso (R ) 89% 
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67% 
95% 
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16% 
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6% 
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5% 
37% 


90% 
0% 


90% 
89% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a Senator did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If he cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to Senate vote descriptions on pages 29, 31, and 32. 


repair of U.S. bridges and other critical 
national highways. 

The Senate agreed to the motion and 
killed the Paul amendment on July 31, 2013 
by a vote of 86 to 13 (Roll Call 195). We 
have assigned pluses to the nays because a 
reduction in foreign aid, particularly in the 
form of military assistance, is a good thing. 
The Constitution does not authorize the 
government to give foreign aid and meddle 
in other nations’ internal affairs, so while 
Paul’s amendment would allow for the re- 
sumption of aid to Egypt, it would still be 
an improvement on the status quo. 


1 Transportation-HUD Appropria- 

tions. This appropriations bill (S. 
1243) would provide $54 billion in fiscal 
2014 for the Departments of Transporta- 
tion and Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD). Total spending called for by the 
bill would be “about $5.6 billion more than 
the current level under the sequester,” ac- 
cording to Congressional Quarterly. And 
much of the spending allocations — such 
as $19.6 billion for the Section 8 rental- 
assistance program — is unconstitutional. 

Republicans filibustered against the bill 
because of the amount of spending it con- 
tained. Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid 
(D-Nev.), who favored the bill, offered a 
motion to invoke cloture, in order to break 
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the filibuster and allow the bloated bill to 
come to a vote. But the Senate rejected 
Reid’s motion on August 1, 2013 by a 
vote of 54 to 43 (60 votes — three-fifths 
of the full Senate — are needed to invoke 
cloture; Roll Call 199). We have assigned 
pluses to the nays not only because the bill 
called for more spending but also because 
much of the spending is unconstitutional. 


1 Continuing Resolution/Defund- 

ing ObamaCare. During consid- 
eration of the fiscal 2014 continuing ap- 
propriations bill (House Joint Resolution 
59), Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid 
(D-Nev.) offered a perfecting amendment 
that replaces the text of the continuing 
resolution with language supported by 
Senate Democrats. The amendment would 
strip from the bill language supported by 
the House to defund ObamaCare. It would 
also provide continuing appropriations to 
fund government operations from the start 
of fiscal year 2014 on October 1, 2013 
through November 15, 2013 that would 
reflect an annual “discretionary” spending 
level of about $986.3 billion — approxi- 
mately the same amount of discretionary 
spending in fiscal 2013. 

The Senate adopted Reid’s amendment 
on September 27, 2013 by a vote of 54 
to 44 (Roll Call 208). We have assigned 


pluses to the nays because the Senate 
used this amendment to reject the House’s 
attempt to defund the unconstitutional 
ObamaCare law. The impasse between the 
House-passed CR that would have defund- 
ed ObamaCare (see House vote #19), and 
the Senate language that continued fund- 
ing ObamaCare along with other govern- 
ment operations, led to the 16-day partial 
government shutdown. 


1 Continuing Resolution. This 

vote represents Senate passage of 
the continuing resolution (House Joint 
Resolution 59), as amended by the Reid 
perfecting amendment (described by Sen- 
ate vote #16 above) to continue funding 
the federal government, including Obama- 
Care, through November 15, 2013. 

The Senate passed this version of the con- 
tinuing resolution on September 27, 2013 
by a vote of 54 to 44 (Roll Call 209). We 
have assigned pluses to the nays because 
this vote affirmed the Senate’s rejection of 
the House’s attempt to defund the uncon- 
stitutional ObamaCare law. At the time, 
however, the House was unwilling to back 
down, and a modified version of the con- 
tinuing resolution — albeit one including 
the ObamaCare funding — was later passed 
by both the Senate and the House (see Sen- 
ate vote #18 below and House vote #20). 
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Continuing Resolution. This bill 


1 (H.R. 2775), as amended by the 
Senate (see House vote 20), was the result 
of a negotiated deal that ended the partial 
government shutdown over the Republi- 
can attempt to defund ObamaCare. It con- 
tinued funding government operations, in- 
cluding ObamaCare, through January 15, 
2014. The amount of spending in the bill 
was based on the fiscal 2013 post-seques- 
tration spending level. The legislation also 
suspended the federal debt limit through 
February 7, 2014. 

The Senate passed the bill on October 
16, 2013 by a vote of 81 to 18 (Roll Call 
219). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the negotiated deal contained in 
this bill constituted a cave-in by congres- 
sional Republicans that ended the Repub- 
lican attempt to defund the unconstitution- 


al ObamaCare law. 

1 Debt Limit Increase Disap- 
proval. The legislation passed 

by Congress and signed into law by the 

president to fund the federal government 

including ObamaCare through January 
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15, 2014 (see House vote #20 and Senate 
vote #18) also provided for the suspen- 
sion of the national debt ceiling through 
February 7, 2014. By suspending this 
limit on how much money the federal 
government may borrow, the president 
can run up the national debt by what- 
ever amount he deems necessary to meet 
government obligations, without having 
to ask Congress to once again increase 
federal borrowing authority. However, 
the legislation includes a procedure for 
Congress to disapprove of the president 
raising the national debt limit. 

In accordance with this procedure, 
Senator Minority Leader Mitch McCon- 
nell (R-Ky.) made a motion to consider a 
resolution (Senate Joint Resolution 26) to 
disapprove of President Obama suspend- 
ing the national debt limit. His motion of 
disapproval was rejected on October 29, 
2013 by a vote of 45 to 54 (Roll Call 220). 
We have assigned pluses to the yeas be- 
cause the federal government should live 
within its means and because most of the 
spending responsible for the ballooning 
national debt is unconstitutional. 


2 oo Nondiscrimina- 

tion. This bill (S. 815) would 
prohibit employers, employment agen- 
cies, and labor organizations from 
discriminating against employees, ap- 
plicants, or members on the basis of 
perceived or actual sexual orientation or 
gender identity. This essentially gives 
homosexual and transgender persons a 
“protected status” where employment is 
concerned. Religious organizations are 
exempt from this bill, but organizations 
owned by or affiliated with religious or- 
ganizations are not. 

The Senate passed the bill on Novem- 
ber 7, 2013 by a vote of 64 to 32 (Roll 
Call 232). We have assigned pluses to 
the nays because the federal government 
is overstepping its constitutional bound- 
aries by dictating the hiring practices of 
private employers. While the exemption 
for religious organizations is a good 
thing, the bill is still a serious infringe- 
ment on private property rights as it lim- 
its what a person can and cannot do on 
his or her private property, in this case 
a business. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


On a Militia Mission 


Historian and attorney Edwin Vieira, Jr. has authored a tome on the still-valid purpose of 
state militias, how they've been undermined, and how they could be reinstituted. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


The Sword and Sovereignty, by Edwin 
Vieira, Jr., House of a Thousand Suns, 
2012, 2,304 pages, CD-ROM. 


GG hat degree of madness,” 
James Madison asks in 
The Federalist, No. 46, 


“could ever drive the federal government 
to such an extremity?” The unthinkable 
excess Madison refers to is the federal 
government’s accumulation of all power 
and obliteration of state sovereignty. 

In that essay, Madison lists five assump- 
tions upon which his faith in his descen- 
dants was built. 

The last item in Madison’s list of 
things that states would never stand for is 
the disarming of state militias. As Madi- 
son saw it, should the unthinkable happen 
and the federal government overrun the 
high fences placed by the states around 
its enumerated powers, every foxhole ina 
war over sovereignty would be filled with 
members of the state militias. 

The obliteration of the state militia — a 
militia capable of repelling federal con- 
solidation of power — is the subject of an 
exhaustive new tome authored by histo- 
rian, attorney, and contributor to THE NEW 
AMERICAN, Dr. Edwin Vieira, Jr. 

In his book The Sword and Sovereignty, 
Vieira provides more than 2,000 pages of 
“information, analysis, opinion, and advo- 
cation in regard to revitalizing ‘the Militia 
of the several States.’” 

And he does so as only a scholar and 
writer of his training and talent is able. 

George Washington understood better 
than any of his contemporaries that a well- 
trained but otherwise ad hoc army com- 
posed of state militias could prove itself 
powerful enough to defeat the invading 
forces of a mighty empire. General Wash- 
ington recognized the urgent need for a 
disciplined, organized, and independent 
state militia. As the continental command- 
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er-in-chief, Washington knew very well 
that training an army of citizen soldiers 
— many of whom used their muskets for 
little more than hunting — was crucial to 
restoring the freedom of America. In fact, 
it was the need for a more well-regulated 
force that compelled Washington to hire 
the Prussian officer, Friedrich von Steu- 
ben, to drill the soldiers of the Continen- 
tal Army. His experience in the War for 
Independence likely inspired this quote, 
as well. Washington’s experience taught 
him: 


A free people ought not only to be 
armed and disciplined, but they 
should have sufficient arms and 
ammunition to maintain a status of 
independence from any who might 
attempt to abuse them, which would 
include their own government. 


Most states have forgotten the histori- 
cal role of state militias in the defense of 
freedom. They have failed to maintain an 
armed and disciplined militia capable of 
maintaining (or regaining) independence 
from tyrants. 

The mustering and maintenance of an 
organized militia, considered by Madison 
to be the last line of defense against a tyran- 
nical federal government, is often rejected 
even by many within the liberty movement. 
Establishment types consider the subject to 
be an embarrassment and a fascination of 
the lunatic fringe of the Right. Its advo- 
cates, they insist, should be shunned by all 
right-minded conservatives. 

The plan to marginalize militias has been 
startlingly successful. There remain only 23 
state defense forces (not including units of 
the National Guard and Reserve that are 
under the command of the president and 
are effectively just reserves of the federal 
armed forces). The problem, however, is 
that even these state-run militias are not 
militias in the sense that Madison and the 
Founders were familiar with. They are 


Sword f 
overeignty 


nothing close to a citizen army that could 
be counted on to repel federal invasions. 

Dr. Vieira includes over 4,000 footnotes 
in his book, each of which contains sub- 
stantial references to Supreme Court cases, 
federal acts, and regulations that have un- 
constitutionally infringed on the right of the 
states to maintain armed militias as protect- 
ed by the Second Amendment. 

On page 133, Vieira calls the reader’s at- 
tention to the Supreme Court’s decision in 
the 1990 case of Perpich v. Department of 
Defense 496 U.S. 334 (1990). In this ruling, 
the Supreme Court effectively federalized 
even state defense forces. The decision, al- 
though explicitly claiming not to be ruling 
on the issue of the status of the state defense 
forces, referenced a few federal statutes that 
seem to support an inference of federaliza- 
tion of these ersatz militias. 

The Supreme Court held: 


It is true that the state defense forces 


“may not be called, ordered, or draft- 
ed into the armed forces.” 32 U.S.C. 
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Most states have forgotten the historical 
role of state militias in the defense of 
freedom. They have failed to maintain an 


armed and disciplined militia capable of 
maintaining (or regaining) independence 
from tyrants. 


109(c). It is nonetheless possible 
that they are subject to call under 10 
U.S.C. 331-333, which distinguish 
the ‘militia’ from the ‘armed forces,’ 
and which appear to subject all por- 
tions of the ‘militia’ — organized or 
not — to call if needed for the pur- 
poses specified in the Militia Clauses. 


Vieira, however, provides convincing evi- 
dence that not only is the Congress of the 
United States not empowered to federalize 
the state militias, but it is under a positive, 
constitutional obligation to organize, arm, 
and discipline these state armed forces. 
Vieira lists four reasons Congress must 
exercise this power. 

Included among these reasons is the 
principle that Congress has to exercise its 
constitutional powers if it will benefit the 
public good. As Vieira explains: 


For all practical purposes, “the public 
good” always requires that the Mili- 
tia be properly “organiz[ed], arm[ed], 
and disciplin[ed].” The Second 
Amendment declares that “[a] well 
regulated Militia” — that is, a Mi- 
litia properly “organiz[ed], arm[ed], 
and disciplin[ed]” — is “necessary 
to the security of a free State.” Thus 
the Amendment defines the primary 
power of Congress “[t]o provide for 
organizing, arming, and disciplining, 
the Militia” — and the secondary 
power allied with it “[t]o make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution 
th[at] Power[ |” — not as discretion- 
ary, but as obligatory, because what is 
“necessary” 1s “[i]mpossible ... to be 
dispensed with.” 


Vieira also argues that Congress has a 
duty to make sure that each state has a 
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militia capable of defending 
the rights of “we, the peo- 
ple.” This obligation extends 
to “Members of Congress as 
individuals, and Congress as 
an institution.” All of whom 
“must labor under the cor- 
relative ‘duty’ to see to it 
that ‘well regulated Militia’ 
— properly ‘organiz[ed], 
arm[ed], and disciplin[ed]’ 
— shall actually exist at all 
times in every State.” 

Central to understanding the textual 
source of Congress’ non-delegable duty 
of providing for the state militias is the 
meaning of key terms as understood at the 
time of the drafting of the Bill of Rights. 

Vieira explains that “the term ‘[a] well 
regulated Militia,’ which the Second 
Amendment declares to be ‘necessary to 
the security of a free State,’ must have 
had a most definite meaning known to all 
among WE THE PEOPLE at the time the 
Bill of Rights was ratified — and a mean- 
ing which THE PEOPLE expected could 
not change absent an Amendment of the 
Constitution.” 

What, then, is a constitutionally qualify- 
ing militia? Vieira provides historical and 
legal references that clear up any remain- 
ing controversy on the subject. 


Even before the idea of the Consti- 
tution entered anyone’s head, “the 
Militia of the several States” (or, 
earlier, the Militia of the several 
American Colonies, with the partial, 
peculiar, and in any event not per- 
manent exception of Pennsylvania) 
were established and maintained 
pursuant to statutes enacted through- 
out the 1600s and 1700s. In those 
Colonies and then all of the inde- 
pendent States, operations aimed at 
organizing, arming, and disciplining 
these Militia were conducted pursu- 
ant to these statutes. In those Colo- 
nies and States, the vast majority of 
the able-bodied adult free male in- 
habitants (other than conscientious 
objectors) personally possessed 
firearms, because those statutes im- 
posed upon them a duty to keep and 
bear arms. And as a consequence of 
all this, throughout America in the 
pre-constitutional era existed “well 


regulated Militia” — the products 
of statutes which Americans had be- 
lieved were so effective in achiev- 
ing their ends that they had enacted 
them and reenacted them and reen- 
acted them yet again, in form and 
substance, decade after decade and 
generation after generation. 


Finally, Vieira points to the Declaration of 
the Independence as the immediate Ameri- 
can expression of the absolute necessity 
of a free and happy people to maintain a 
well-regulated militia. 


Inasmuch as WE THE PEOPLE 
have a right to participate in “well 
regulated Militia” which can “ex- 
ecute the Laws of the Union” in aid 
of “the security of a free State”; and 
inasmuch as, to be “well regulated”, 
the Militia must be organized pursu- 
ant to some act with legislative char- 
acter; and inasmuch as THE PEO- 
PLE today are entitled to execute 
the selfsame right and power their 
forebears invoked in the Declaration 
of Independence, “to alter or to abol- 
ish” their “Form of Government” in 
order to prevent that “Form” from 
“becom[ing] destructive of [the] 
ends” for which it was “instituted”; 
and inasmuch as THE PEOPLE, 
under the aegis of that right and 
power, could “throw off” the entire 
Constitution, eliminating the leg- 
islative powers of Congress and of 
the States as well; therefore, THE 
PEOPLE can merely “alter” their 
“Form of Government” by enacting 
temporary “ordinances” under the 
authority of which they can orga- 
nize themselves in “well regulated 
Militia” for the purpose of preserv- 
ing the Constitution by “throw[ing] 
off’ the misgovernment of usurpers 
and tyrants. 


Americans determined to defend the 
Second Amendment will be better armed 
after reading The Sword and Sovereignty. 
They will be better prepared to parry the 
arguments of those who would not only 
take guns from individuals, but who 
would argue against the arming of state 
militias capable of resisting the assault of 
despots. Hl 
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Woman Rescues 
Elderly Man 


A Fort Lauderdale, Florida, woman was 
invited to attend a special lunch with fire- 
fighters who are honoring her for rescuing 
an elderly man from a fire. 

On November 8, Stephanie Carpenter 
was headed to work when she noticed a 
house on fire. She stopped her vehicle to 
see how she could help and ended up as- 
sisting a man in his 70s out of his house 
through a back window to safety. 

The Sun Sentinel reported, “Five people 
and four cats were living in the two-story 
house ... when the fire broke out.” 

Jayson May, 36, a resident in the home, 
indicated he was awakened by other resi- 
dents around 8 a.m. and told to get out. 

Once outside, however, May and his 
housemates realized that the elderly man, 
known to his housemates as “Ehab,” was 
still inside. 

May and the other housemates grabbed 
a piece of concrete and used it to break the 
window in Ehab’s bedroom. 

That is when Carpenter arrived. She 
noticed the smoke while on her way to 
work after dropping off her daughter and 
observed, “It didn’t look like your typical 
barbecue smoke.” 

She reached through the broken win- 
dow, reported the Sun Sentinel, to help 
pull the man out, while others doused the 
flames with a garden hose. 

When firefighters arrived on the scene, 
they were impressed by Carpenter’s heroic 
efforts. 

“A lot of folks will stop and watch, but 
for someone to step up and actually do 
something to help someone else is com- 
mendable,” said Fort Lauderdale Fire 
Department Chief Bob Bacic. “So the 
firefighters that were at the scene when 
they heard the story unraveling, they felt 
compelled to at least invite her to lunch 
to thank her for a job well done.” 

And while firefighters celebrate Car- 
penter’s efforts, she remains in disbelief 
about the whole ordeal. 

“T still can’t believe I ran toward a burn- 
ing building. I don’t even remember park- 
ing my car,” Carpenter said later. “I am 
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dropping off an 8-year-old one minute and 
I am rescuing a man moments later.” 
May credited Carpenter for helping. 
“Tt was a blessing she was here to help,” 
he said. 


All for One 


Passengers on a U.S. Airways flight from 
Philadelphia to MacArthur Airport on 
Long Island stood in defense of a blind 
passenger who they assert was being un- 
fairly kicked off the plane. The passengers 
staged such a revolt over the treatment of 
the passenger that the pilot became com- 
pelled to cancel the flight and U.S. Air- 
ways provided the passengers with free 
alternative transportation. 

The Daily Mail reported, “The stand-off 
came after Albert Rizzi’s guide dog, Doxy, 
became ‘out of control’ according to crew 
on the flight.” 

According to travelers, however, Rizzi 
was mistreated by a flight attendant on 
the November 13 flight. The attendant re- 
fused to allow the flight to depart because 
Rizzi’s guide dog was allegedly not fully 
under Rizzi’s seat. But Rizzi and other on- 
lookers stated that the dog had originally 
been properly stowed, but became restless 
because the plane had been waiting on the 
tarmac for 90 minutes. 

CNN provided the details: Rizzi and 
his dog were the last to be seated on the 
small plane and were placed in a seat in the 
middle of the back row that looked onto 
the aisle, with no seat in front of Rizzi for 
Doxy to lie under, thereby making it dif- 
ficult for him to stay stowed. 

Passengers nearby told Rizzi that 
the dog could stay under their seats if it 
helped, and so Doxy was placed under the 
seat of the woman to Rizzi’s left. 

After nearly two hours on the runway, 
however, Doxy repositioned himself a 
few times until he ultimately ended up 
back under Rizzi’s seat against the back 
of the plane. 

Rizzi told ABC, “The flight attendant 
comes over and says, ‘I need you to get that 
dog stowed again.’ She comes back and gets 
in my face again. ‘I told you that dog needs 
to be under a seat or we are not taking off.’” 


He continued, “She gets very insis- 
tent, and I said, ‘Look, I don’t under- 
stand what you want me to do.’ I said, 
‘He’s as best as he can, he’s where he 
needs to be.’” 

Rizzi said the flight attendant then 
kicked him and his dog off the flight. 
That’s when Rizzi said other passengers 
on board rallied behind him. 

“Security comes on and they go to take 
this gentleman off the plane with his dog,” 
fellow passenger Frank Ohlhorst said. “So 
when we, the passengers, realize what was 
going on, we were like ‘why is this hap- 
pening? He’s not a problem.” 

Passengers began to demand that the 
flight attendant be removed from the 
plane and that Rizzi be permitted to stay. 
The other flyers were so insistent that the 
pilot finally had to announce that the flight 
would be cancelled. 

According to Rizzi and the other pas- 
sengers, empty seats could have provided 
an easy solution to the problem, but that 
option was apparently not considered by 
the flight attendant. 

Another passenger told MyFoxTwin- 
Cities.com that he was so concerned about 
Rizzi that even before the protest took 
place, he was ready to offer to get off the 
plane, rent a car, and drive Rizzi and Doxy 
to New York. 

Before he could even do that, however, 
the captain asked all of those on board the 
flight to leave in response to their pro- 
tests. Rizzi and the other passengers were 
placed on a bus from Philadelphia to Long 
Island as an alternative to flying. 

Rizzi states that the entire ordeal left a 
bad taste in his mouth. “My comfort level 
with my blindness was totally rocked,” he 
said. “I felt like a useless, unappreciated 
loser.” 

However, Rizzi said he was “humbled” 
by the actions of his fellow passengers and 
was touched by the passengers’ willing- 
ness to come to his defense. 

“There were 35 people on the flight 
tonight. Every one of them stood up in 
solidarity for the discriminatory treatment 
I received and the way my dog was unwel- 
come on the flight,” he said. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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by Warren Mass 


I came to America because I heard the 
streets were paved with gold. When I got 
here I found out three things: first, the 
streets were not paved with gold, second, 
they were not paved at all, and third, that 
I was expected to pave them. 

— An immigrant whose words are 

posted at the Ellis Island Museum 


' ’ { bile it can be said that immigration 
started with the arrival of the first 
European settlers at St. Augustine, 
Jamestown, New Amsterdam, and Ply- 
mouth, it was not until the 19th century that 
immigration to the United States occurred 
on a scale large enough to provoke concern 
among our nation’s earlier residents. 

The story of the immigrants coming 
through Ellis Island (from 1892 until 
1954) has become a much-cherished saga, 
especially for the 40 percent of all Ameri- 
cans (150 million) who have at least one 
ancestor who came through that station. 
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Our Fascinating 
Immigration Experience 


In the past, immigrants to the United States were offered 
little more than “opportunity,” yet they came in waves and, 
by and large, altered the fabric of America for the better. 


It can easily be demonstrated that the 
growth of the United States into a major 
world power during the 1800s depended 
on attaining a population sufficient to 
build its roads, railroads, and canals; op- 
erate its newly developed factories; and 
bring its armies up to world-class strength. 
However, by the early 20th century, just as 
today, great differences of opinion existed 
about just how many immigrants our na- 
tion could absorb without negatively im- 
pacting its job market and radically chang- 
ing its existing culture. Consequently, not 
all Americans welcomed all immigrants. 

While it is a nation’s right (even obli- 
gation) to limit immigration to numerical 
levels that the nation can absorb, both eco- 
nomically and socially, there is little doubt 
that the Immigration Act of 1924 (the 
Johnson-Reed Act), like the Emergency 
Quota Act of 1921, was passed specifically 
to restrict the number of Eastern European 
Jews, Italians, Poles, Greeks, and other na- 
tionalities that the bill’s authors regarded 
as “undesirable.” Both limited the annual 


number of immigrants who could be ad- 
mitted from any country to a percentage 
(three percent of the 1910 census in the 
1921 act, two percent of the 1890 census 
in the 1924 act) of the number of people 
from that country who were already living 
in the United States. As such, these acts 
were not about limiting the number of im- 
migrants so much as limiting the “wrong 
kind” of immigrants. 

While Ellis Island would remain in op- 
eration until 1954, the new quotas imposed 
by Johnson-Reed for immigration were so 
restrictive that in 1924 more Italians, Poles, 
Czechs, Yugoslavs, Greeks, Lithuanians, 
Hungarians, Portuguese, Romanians, 
Spaniards, Chinese, and Japanese left the 
United States than arrived as immigrants. 

One of the 1924 bill’s authors, Rep. Al- 
bert Johnson, was the head of the Eugen- 
ics Research Association, which supported 
forced sterilization of the “unfit” members 
of the population. An unabashed anti-Sem- 
ite, Johnson — when making a statement 
defending his earlier 1919 proposal to sus- 
pend immigration — included a quote from 
a State Department Official that referred to 
Jewish people as “filthy, un-American, and 
often dangerous in their habits.” 

Fortunately, from the standpoint of mak- 
ing American culture the rich mosaic that it 
is today, sufficient numbers of people from 
Eastern and Southern Europe had already 
entered our country by 1924 to make a 
permanent, positive impact. Otherwise, we 
might have found ourselves in an America 
that was like a Baskin-Robbins store that 
served only one flavor — vanilla! 

One important factor that distinguished 
the largely successful immigrant experi- 
ence of the 19th and early 20th centuries 
from the out-of-control situation that ex- 
ists today was that during the earlier pe- 
riods our borders were largely controlled 
and nearly all immigrants admitted to our 
nation were here /egally. Another factor 
that not only helped keep earlier immigra- 
tion at manageable levels but also encour- 
aged them to accomplish great things was 
that the extensive system of government 
benefits that presently entices immigrants 
to come to America illegally simply did 
not exist. The immigrants of yesteryear 
were expected to do what they could to 
pull themselves up by the bootstraps, and 
that is exactly what they did. If they need- 
ed to pave the streets on their way up the 
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economic ladder, so be it. Of course, help- 
ing hands were provided where needed — 
through private efforts. 

Many of the early 19th-century immi- 
grants to America possessed skills that 
enabled them to immediately go to work 
as productive citizens, so they had little 
need for today’s government “safety nets” 
— had they existed back then. Those 
who had learned skills in England’s tex- 
tile mills, for example, transported their 
knowledge to such Massachusetts mill 
towns as Fall River, New Bedford, Law- 
rence, and Lowell. 

The same could be said of most German 
immigrants, who had thrived in America 
since Colonial times. The political turmoil 
in Europe, especially the revolutions of 
1848, caused large numbers of Germans, 
Czechs, and Hungarians to emigrate. Such 
immigrants were given the nickname 
“Forty-Eighters.” 

Unfortunately, many of these German 
Forty-Eighters had supported the socialist 
side in the revolutions and, upon arriving in 
America, helped spawn the socialist, “pro- 
gressive” political movement. On a person- 


Irish immigrants 
American dream. 
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al level, however, many hard- 
working German immigrants 
became prosperous farmers 
in Wisconsin and other Mid- 
western states. Their urban 
counterparts proved to be 
equally successful in indus- 
trial settings, establishing 
tool and machine shops and 
foundries in cities such as Milwaukee, Cin- 
cinnati, St. Louis, and New York. 

The German immigrants made a signifi- 
cant contribution to the culture of Ameri- 
ca, including influencing how Christmas 
is celebrated. Germans introduced the 
Christmas tree (and glass-blown tree orna- 
ments), gingerbread houses, and popular 
carols such as “Silent Night” (Stille Nacht) 
and “O Christmas Tree” (O Tannenbaum). 

The second largest (numerically) eth- 
nic group to emigrate to America were the 
Irish. Like the Germans, they had come in 
small numbers since Colonial times, but 
the 1845 potato blight in Ireland created 
famine conditions, impelling mass migra- 
tion. During the 10-year period ending in 
1854, nearly two million people — about 
a quarter of the Irish population — emi- 
grated to the United States. 

The outbreak of the Civil War resulted 
in many Irish immigrants serving on both 
sides, but they were represented more 
heavily in the Union army, with 170,000 
serving there. However, more than 40,000 
Irish fought for the South. 

After the war, many Irish immigrants la- 


bored on the Eastern leg of the transconti- 
nental railroad, the Union Pacific Railroad. 

Irish immigrants formed significant 
communities in the cities of New York, 
Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Chi- 
cago. They established many Catholic 
parishes in these cities, and built churches, 
hospitals, and schools. By 1900, an esti- 
mated 3,500 parish schools existed in the 
United States. Unlike today’s immigrants, 
instead of relying on government to edu- 
cate their children and provide social ser- 
vices, the Irish (and, eventually, Catholic 
immigrants from other nations) actually 
created a positive impact on the economy 
and social structure of these cities, by re- 
lieving city governments from having to 
provide these services. 

It was among the largely Irish immi- 
grant community of New Haven, Connect- 
icut, that a Catholic priest, Father Michael 
J. McGivney, the son of Irish immigrants 
himself, developed a private fraternal or- 
ganization that would tend to the needs of 
the widows and orphans of his parish. 

On March 29, 1882, while an assis- 
tant pastor at St. Mary’s Church, Father 
McGivney founded the Knights of Co- 
lumbus. His goal was to help strengthen 
the faith of the men of his parish and to 
provide financial assistance in the event 
of their death to the widows and orphans 
they left behind. Since that time, the 
Knights have grown to over 1.8 million 
member families and through their in- 
surance programs have provided a true 
financial safety net for their families, 
without the help of government. 

After Germany and Ireland, the coun- 
try that contributed the largest number of 
immigrants to the United States was Italy. 

The vast majority of Italian immigrants 
did not come to America until the late 19th 
and early 20th centuries. Most came from 
tural southern Italy, but upon arrival in the 
United States migrated to our nation’s large 
cities, where employment opportunities 
were more plentiful. With few skills and 
little formal education, most Italian men 
worked as construction laborers (along 
with the Irish), and Italian women joined 
Jewish immigrant women in the “sweat- 
shops” of New York’s garment industry. 
By the mid-1900s, many construction com- 
panies, barber shops, shoe repair shops, 
grocery stores, and restaurants in the New 
York area were Italian-owned. 
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Another immigrant group 
that came to America in large 
numbers were the Poles. 
These included both ethnic 
Poles, who were overwhelm- 
ingly Catholic, and Polish 
Jews, who retained their own 
religion and culture while liv- 
ing in Poland. More than one 
million Poles immigrated to 
the United States, primarily 
during the late 19th and early 
20th centuries, most settling 
in either the Chicago or New 
York-New Jersey metropoli- 
tan areas. 

There were Jews in Amer- 
ica from Colonial times 
(including the Philadelphia 
merchant, Haym Solomon, 
who helped finance Wash- 
ington’s Continental Army 
during the War of Indepen- 
dence), but most of the mi- 
gration of European Jews 
to America came in two 
principal waves, a smaller 
migration from Germany 
starting in the 1850s and a 
much larger one from Rus- 
sia, Poland, and the rest of 
Eastern Europe from the 1880s onward. 

It was the anti-Jewish pogroms that 
began in Russia in the 1880s that launched 
the large migration of Russian Jews to 
America, an event depicted in Fiddler 
on the Roof and other popular works. An 
estimated two million Jews would leave 
Russia from 1880 to 1920. Most of these 
Russian Jewish immigrants settled in the 
largest cities in the Northeast, with the 
Lower East Side of Manhattan and neigh- 
boring Brooklyn becoming especially 
popular destinations. Since many Europe- 
an Jews had become skilled in the “nee- 
dle trades,” many opened small garment 
shops, employing young Jewish and Ital- 
ian girls to operate the sewing machines. 
Jewish tailors quickly established a repu- 
tation for offering well-made clothing for 
very reasonable prices. 

Among Jewish immigrants was a man 
who would endear himself to all Ameri- 
cans for producing wonderful musical 
compositions that have become part of 
our collective American culture: Irving 
Berlin. Born in present-day Belarus (then 
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Immigrant Irving Berlin, shown in this 1906 photo, went on to compose 
some of America’s most-loved songs, including “God Bless America.” 


part of the Russian Empire) in 1888, Ber- 
lin’s family moved to New York’s Lower 
East Side in 1893. After experiencing all 
of the youthful tribulations of the strug- 
gling musician, Berlin went on to compose 
hundreds of songs, including “Alexander’s 
Ragtime Band,” “Easter Parade,” “White 
Christmas,” and “There’s No Business 
Like Show Business.” But the song that 
brought him the most admiration of all, 
and demonstrated that America is a land 
that inspires patriotism in people from 
many lands, is “God Bless America.” 
Berlin originally wrote “God Bless 
America” for a patriotic-themed musical 
revue while he served in the Army during 
World War I, but he chose not to include 
the song when the musical moved to Broad- 
way. In 1938, singer Kate Smith’s manager 
asked him to write a patriotic song to com- 
memorate the 20th anniversary of Armi- 
stice Day, and Berlin dusted off the song 
and made it available. The song’s popular- 
ity skyrocketed during World War II, when 
it became a most beloved patriotic anthem. 
Composer George Gershwin called 


Berlin “the greatest songwriter 
that has ever lived,” and famous 
songwriter Jerome Kern once 
commented that “Irving Berlin 
has no place in American music 
— he is American music.” 

Recognizing all of the immi- 
grant success stories that have 
occurred during our nation’s his- 
tory would require a book, but a 
more contemporary story tells us 
that the “immigrant experience” 
is not dead. 

Lopez Lomong was taken 
from his parents by rebel soldiers 
while attending Mass at a Catho- 
lic chapel in South Sudan, Africa, 
when he was six years old. He 
escaped one night and ran non- 
stop for three days straight until 
he reached safety in Kenya. He 
spent the next 10 years living in 
a refugee camp run by Catholic 
missionaries near Nairobi. 

Lomong managed to emigrate 
to the United States. Offered a 
scholarship to Northern Arizona 
University, Lomong became 
the NCAA 3,000-meter indoor 
champion and the outdoor 1,500- 
meter champion. He qualified for 
the U.S. Olympic Team in 2008, one year 
after gaining his U.S. citizenship. The team 
captains chose Lomong to carry the flag 
at the opening ceremonies in Beijing, and 
he made the semifinals in the 1,500-meter 
race. In 2012, he qualified for the London 
Olympics in the 5,000-meter event. 

“IT love the United States,” Lomong 
said in an interview. “This is my gift, to 
give back to this country that has given 
me a second chance. I owe this country so 
much. I owe the fans. I love it so much. 
I wear the uniform with pride. I hold my 
head high and say, ‘I am an American.’ ” 

Those words indicate the true measure 
of what it means to complete an immi- 
grant success story. It matters not so much 
where someone was born, their race or 
creed, or the occupation they excelled in. 
The immigrant who comes to our nation 
legally and is ready to serve God, fam- 
ily, and country — and who is willing to 
achieve the American dream through his 
own hard work and ingenuity, as opposed 
to relying on government handouts — will 
always be considered a success. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


One Shot, Two Burglars 


WXII12.com out of Winston-Salem, North 
Carolina, reported on November 5 that one 
homeowner showed two criminals how ef- 
fective a shotgun can be. The Rockingham 
County Sheriff’s Office reported that two 
suspects allegedly broke into a home in 
Stoneville at 3:20 a.m. A man and his wife 
were home at the time of the break-in, and 
the husband quickly armed himself with a 
shotgun. The resident confronted the sus- 
pects and fired his shotgun at them. The 
single shot actually hit both men, and they 
fled the home. 

The police arrived on the scene to in- 
vestigate, but the suspects were long 
gone. Later the police got reports of two 
men with gunshot wounds at nearby hos- 
pitals, and they apprehended the suspects. 
Twenty-year-old Justin Omar James and 
20-year-old Teshun Cortez Richardson are 
both in jail on charges of first-degree bur- 
glary. The Rockingham County Sheriff’s 
Office says they will not press charges 
against the shooter. 


Persistent Intruder 


The Celebrity Examiner reported on 
November 13 about a burglar who just 
wouldn’t quit in Oakdale, California. A 
husband and his wife were fast asleep 
in their home, with their 12-year-old son 
sleeping in another room, when they were 
awakened by the sound of glass breaking. 
Both the husband and wife armed them- 
selves and went to investigate. They dis- 
covered a stranger standing in their home. 
The wife called 911 while the husband 
told the intruder that they were armed and 
wanted him to leave. 

The suspect slowly walked away, but 
this was not the end of the creepy ordeal. 
The suspect returned a short time later and 
attempted to reenter the home by break- 
ing through the glass in the back door. The 
wife fired her gun at the intruder, which 
stopped him from entering through the 
back door. The family thought that the in- 
truder was gone for good, but then they 
heard a bedroom window breaking. 

The husband confronted the man once 
again, telling him to leave. The intruder 
instead entered the home and advanced 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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toward the husband, who fired at the in- 
truder, hitting him in the torso. Deputies 
arrived on the scene, and the injured sus- 
pect was transported to a nearby hospital 
with injuries. 

Authorities would later fill in some of 
the details that led up to the home inva- 
sion. The police believe the suspect in- 
volved was the same man who had been 
driving a stolen vehicle and led police on 
a high-speed chase earlier in the night. The 
police found the vehicle abandoned not far 
from the home. The suspect is on proba- 
tion for possession of controlled substance 
and was out on bail on a separate posses- 
sion of controlled substance case and will 
now be booked for burglary, robbery, and 
violation of probation. He will also be 
charged with a bail enhancement for com- 
mitting a crime while out on bail. 


Gun Owner Played Possum 


The Associated Press reported on No- 
vember 16 that an elderly man from 
Sandstone, Minnesota, pretended to be 
blind and hard of hearing “to fool an 
armed intruder into lowering his gun.” 
Seventy-five-year-old Charles Carlson 
told authorities he was fast asleep on his 
porch when he was awakened by noises 
coming from his farmhouse. Carson, who 
is suffering from cancer and is on a lot of 
medication, went to his kitchen where he 
keeps his gun. 

It was in the kitchen that Carson was con- 
fronted by an armed intruder who pointed a 
.22-caliber revolver at his head. The quick- 
thinking Carson immediately acted like he 
wasn’t aware the intruder was armed and 
pretended to be blind and hard of hearing. 
Court documents show that Carson said 
he started to act “like he didn’t know was 
going on, and feigned being blind and hard 
of hearing.” Carson’s acting must have 
been top-notch, since he definitely knew 
the man was armed and knew the gun was 
loaded because “he could see the rounds in 
each chamber of the cylinder.” 

The intruder fell for Carson’s trick 
hook, line, and sinker and lowered his 
weapon for a moment. The momentary 
lapse allowed Carlson enough time to grab 
his own loaded handgun. 


Carlson gave the intruder a chance to 
be taken into custody, and the suspect ini- 
tially complied. 

Carlson told him to get on his knees 
and put his hands behind his head, and 
then Carlson yelled to his houseguest 
sleeping upstairs to call 911. After first 
complying with Carlson’s demands, the 
intruder stood back up and threw objects 
in Carlson’s direction and began walking 
toward Carlson. Carlson warned him to 
stop. “Don’t do it, don’t do it,” Carlson 
yelled, but the man kept walking forward 
so Carlson fired his pistol, hitting the sus- 
pect in the leg. The injured suspect ran 
for the door but turned around and alleg- 
edly began reaching for the gun in his left 
pocket. Carlson fired his pistol one more 
time, and the bullet hit the suspect in the 
head. The wounded burglar died at the 
scene. “It was an unfortunate thing that 
happened,” Carlson told the Star Tribune 
of Minneapolis. 

Pine County authorities ended up charg- 
ing a 16-year-old alleged accomplice in 
juvenile court with three counts of first- 
degree burglary related to the break-in. 
The police charges allege that the intrud- 
ers were after drugs and money. The police 
report stated that the 16-year-old told the 
deceased burglar about a man the teen be- 
lieved would have cash and drugs owing 
to his being sick with cancer. 

Sheriff Robin Cole told KSTP that the 
two burglars went to Carlson’s farmhouse 
to steal his painkillers, which he takes for 
pain associated with his terminal cancer. 
The deceased suspect had convictions in 
Pine County and North Dakota and had 
previously pled guilty in North Dakota to 
robbery and burglary. 

Pine County Chief Deputy Steven 
Blackwell said that investigators had found 
no indications of wrongdoing on Carlson’s 
part. Blackwell said he did not believe that 
any charges would be filed against Carl- 
son in the case. “I would say that we’re 
not seeing any indication of wrongdoing 
by the homeowner,” Blackwell said. “He 
was lying there, sleeping, and these guys 
came in the house. He basically woke up, 
and there was a young guy pointing a gun 
at him.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Misguided Minimum 
Wage Mandate 


ITEM: The New York Times for November 7 
reported: “The White House has thrown its 
weight behind a proposal to raise the federal 
minimum wage to at least $10 an hour.” 
The Times noted: “Democratic strate- 
gists say they are backing a higher mini- 
mum wage to help lift millions of low-wage 
workers at a time of increasing income 
inequality. Some also acknowledged that 
pushing a higher minimum wage is a way 
to put Republicans on the spot — caught 
between a business lobby and many con- 
servatives who oppose an increased mini- 
mum wage and a public that strongly sup- 
ports a higher minimum.” 
ITEM: The Washington Post for November 
11 opined that the “best solution would be 
for Congress to agree to the president's 
proposal to increase the federal minimum 
wage and then adjust for inflation. With 
that unlikely to happen, it becomes more 
urgent that local jurisdictions ... take care 
in how they lift wages so as to produce the 
most benefit and do the least harm.” 
ITEM: The New York Times, in a feature 
piece that appeared on November 29, the 
day after Thanksgiving, highlighted two 
mothers of small children. One is from 
Chicago and one from North Carolina — 
at least one of whom is single and a recipi- 
ent of food stamps; they said they wished 
they had more money and were sure that a 
minimum-wage increase would help them. 
One works at a department store and says 
she cannot afford to buy her children the 
toys she sells at her job. The other says 
her pay is “too meager for her to buy the 
gift her children are hankering for.”’ She 
had to move back into her father’s house 
“last spring when Burger King reduced 
her weekly hours.” 
CORRECTION: There is no question that 
many Americans are having a tough time. 
Many also undoubtedly believe that things 
would be better if the government just de- 
clared that their paychecks must be larger. 
That, however, is not how the world works. 
Should the government also wave a 
magic wand and guarantee that, say, all 
small business owners have a suitable in- 
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Telling a tale: Speaking at the Linamar Corporation, Obama said raising the minimum wage to $9 
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an hour and tying future increases to inflation will raise the incomes of millions living in poverty 
and spur job growth. Studies, however, show that the poor will be detrimentally affected. 


come? Most people with common sense 
would say no. By the same token, it should 
be obvious that if businesses are forced to 
pay workers more than they are worth, 
they won’t stay in business very long. 

Employment is a cost of doing business. 
If the prices of, say, gasoline or steak were 
to increase, the general response is to buy 
less of that product. This would happen 
even if the New York Times found a way 
to run a really sad story on someone who 
really thought he deserved steak. 

If the cost of your employees goes be- 
yond what they produce, something has to 
give. Higher prices for your products may 
well result, thus driving down sales, and 
then requiring fewer workers. The margin- 
al worker who might previously have had 
his hours at Burger King reduced could 
find himself with zero hours — priced 
right out of that job altogether. 

Professor Thomas Sowell not long ago 
commented on the return of this crusade 
for an increased minimum wage. He 
noted: “Advocates of minimum wage laws 
often give themselves credit for being 
more ‘compassionate’ towards ‘the poor.’ 
But they seldom bother to check what are 
the actual consequences of such laws.” 

As the economist put it, one of the sim- 
plest and “most fundamental economic prin- 
ciples is that people tend to buy more when 


the price is lower and less when the price 
is higher. Yet advocates of minimum wage 
laws seem to think that the government can 
raise the price of labor without reducing the 
amount of labor that will be hired.” 

Ignoring this fact usually hurts those 
that are supposed to be helped. The inex- 
perienced and those with lower skills are 
among the least secure when it comes to 
compensation based on productivity. Stud- 
ies also back up this common-sensical 
conclusion. As summarized by Michael 
Tanner of the Cato Institute: 


The academic evidence on this point is 
pretty clear. A comprehensive review 
of more than 100 studies on the mini- 
mum wage by David Neumark and 
William Wascher for the National Bu- 
reau of Economic Research found that 
85 percent of the studies they reviewed 
found negative employment effects. 
Neumark and Wascher concluded, 
“the preponderance of the evidence 
points to disemployment effects ... 
[and] studies that focus on the least- 
skilled groups provide relatively over- 
whelming evidence of stronger disem- 
ployment effects for these groups.” 
Indeed, evidence of employment 
losses goes all the way back to 1938 
and [the] first federally imposed min- 
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imum wage. The U.S. Department of 
Labor concluded that that first 25- 
cent minimum wage resulted in the 
loss of 30,000 to 50,000 jobs, or 10 
to 13 percent of the 300,000 workers 
affected by the increase. 


This is not to say that someone whose sal- 
ary increases, and who keeps his job, isn’t 
better off with a larger paycheck. But what 
about that person who did not get hired? 
What about those who don’t have the ini- 
tial jobs that allowed them to gain skills 
and develop a work ethic that made them 
more valuable employees? Cutting off the 
lower rungs on the ladder of opportunity 
is hardly an act of compassion. 

Advocates of a higher minimum wage 
mandate would have us believe that this 
issue is a matter of greed for big businesses 
versus need for a struggling single mother 
who can’t make ends meet. The activists 
would rather leave small businesses out of 
sight because that doesn’t help their case. 

Carol Roth, author of The Entrepreneur 
Equation, offers a more complete picture. 
She notes that the majority of small busi- 
nesses earn less than $100,000 in revenue 
annually. It takes many of them years to 
make a profit even if they do get their 
businesses off the ground. Writing for 
CNBC.com, Roth explains: 


Strike; you’re out: The “Strike for 15” movement encourages minimum wage workers to strike 


Any minimum-wage increase would 
affect all entrepreneurs, whether you 
are starting a business right out of 
college or a stay-at-home mom look- 
ing for some incremental income. 
Even if someone wants to help you 
grow your business, you can’t hire 
them on an hourly basis unless you 
pay the minimum wage, regardless 
of your — or their — circumstances. 

Contending with a bigger mini- 
mum-wage creates many challenges 
for small business. It may mean that 
the small business has to wait longer 
to hire a new employee, making it 
more difficult to grow and riskier to 
start a business to begin with. It can 
also lead to a small-business owner 
hiring fewer employees. 

Raising the minimum wage typi- 
cally means that those earning above 
the minimum wage want a bump, too, 
as they note the value of their skills 
above the minimum-wage earner. As 
these costs accumulate, the small- 
business owner will bear the cost 
differential and take home less pay. 
Ironically enough, when adding 
up their time, it may mean that for 
years that small-business owner takes 
home an amount less than the mini- 
mum wage on an hourly basis. 


unless they get paid at least $15 per hour. However, if they get their way, millions of small 
businesses couldn't afford to hire or keep them as workers, causing long-term struggles. 
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More is involved than simple “econom- 
ics.” There is plenty of politics. And the 
more government there is in the economy, 
the less economy there is in the govern- 
ment. The ersatz magicians in Washing- 
ton have spent trillions of dollars more 
than the government has in its enormous 
tax coffers, and they can’t even handle 
the most fundamental and constitutional 
aspects of their own jobs — passing ap- 
propriations bills with any regularity. Yet, 
they deem themselves clever enough to 
know how much individual workers 
are worth to, for example, 18,000 or so 
“large” employers and 28 million small 
businesses. 

Douglas French, writing in the Free- 
man, cites evidence that “progressives” are 
playing on the economic ignorance of the 
electorate for their own gain. French writes: 


In this political world, Democrats 
have figured out that putting a higher 
minimum wage on the ballot not only 
eams them points with unions, but in- 
creases voter turnout... 

[Zaid Jilani of BoldProgressives. 
org] explains turnout is 7 to 9 percent 
higher in initiative states during mid- 
term elections. In Nevada in 2004, 24 
percent of voters said they were mo- 
tivated by the minimum wage ballot 
question. That same year in Florida, 
19 percent of voters were motivated 
by a minimum wage ballot initiative. 

More importantly for Democrats, 
minority and young women voters 
are particularly motivated by these 
ballot initiatives. 

While voters and legislators decide 
the minimum amount workers can 
charge for their labor, the unemploy- 
ment rate for young people, age 24 
and under, remains over 15 percent 
— far above the 7 percent rate for 
workers aged 25 and above. 

Higher minimums are especially 
hard on 16-to-24-year-old black 
workers. In September the unem- 
ployment rate for this demographic 
was more than 25 percent. For all 
young men 16 to 24, the rate was 17.4 
in September. 
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If businessmen who were after money 
lied to their customers in the same fash- 
ion as most elected (and would-be elect- 
ed) officials, they would be prosecuted 
for fraud. 

Those already being injured by too 
much government are being promised 
even more of the same. As noted in a re- 
cent Heritage Foundation blog, it is often 
those trying to start their careers that get 
hurt. Mandating an increase in the mini- 
mum wage “reduces the availability of 
these entry-level positions. This makes 
gaining the skills necessary to get ahead 
harder. States that raised their minimum 
wages in the 1990s saw workers earning 
less a decade later.” 

The stories selected by the liberal 
media to embellish their excuses for 
raising the minimum are not reflective 
of the vast majority of people who ac- 
tually receive the minimum. (Promoters 
of increases also pretend the minimum 
wage is a permanent ceiling; in actuality, 
about two-thirds of recipients of the man- 
dated minimum earn raises within a year 
because they are more productive.) The 
advocacy media, disguised as journalists, 
also find it easier to pretend otherwise. 
They also ignore those who are hurt, off 
camera or otherwise out of sight, because 
of the counterfeit compassion. 

Richard Rahn, chairman of the Insti- 
tute for Global Economic Growth, lays 
out a more accurate account in the Wash- 
ington Times: 


Only 4 percent of the full-time, 
minimum-wage workers are single 
parents, who normally also receive 
benefits such as the earned income 
tax credit and food stamps. 

It should be no surprise that those 
who argue most strongly for higher 
minimum wages are unions, seeking 
protection from those who need the 
work and would be willing to work 
for less, and members of the political 
class who spout lofty slogans about 
how they are out to protect the work- 
ing poor. 


Those pushing for more mandates on 
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businesses are not presenting the full ac- 
count. The Obama administration and 
Democrats on Capitol Hill, for example, 
are already “helping” the economy with 
a higher effective minimum wage by re- 
quiring certain employers to supply spec- 
ified healthcare coverage as a function of 
ObamaCare. Not all of this has yet taken 
effect. 

Citing official figures, James Sherk of 
the Heritage Foundation has demonstrated 
that if the White House-endorsed boost in 
the minimum wage were to be paired with 
mandates required through ObamaCare, it 
would drive up the cost of employing a 
worker by $4.38 an hour — an increase 
of 53 percent. 

In testimony in July 2013 before the 
Senate Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions Committee, Sherk also exposed 
how a good many low-income Americans 
who wound up with a higher minimum 
wage would not find this to be a ticket 
out of poverty. As their income increases, 
other welfare benefits get cut, including 
food stamps (now officially called SNAP, 
for Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 
Program). Such low-income workers can 
face 


very high effective tax rates as they 
lose benefits from multiple pro- 
grams. Consider workers both losing 
SNAP benefits and landing in the 
EITC [Earned Income Tax Credit] 
phase-out range. For each additional 
dollar they earn they pay 15 cents in 
additional payroll taxes, 15 cents in 
income taxes, an average of 5 cents 
in state income taxes, as well as los- 
ing 21 cents of their EITC benefit and 
forgoing 24 cents of SNAP benefits 
— an effective marginal tax rate of 
80 percent. Each extra dollar earned 
increases their net income by only 20 
cents. Not even millionaires pay such 
high tax rates. 

The Congressional Budget Office 
studied this issue in a report released 
last year. It found that a single par- 
ent with one child earning between 
$15,000 to $25,000 experiences 
almost no financial benefit from 


working additional hours or getting 
a raise. What they gain in market in- 
come they lose in reduced benefits, 
leaving them no better off. 


The enlightened masterminds in Washing- 
ton, as well as their little brothers in state 
Capitols, are again fighting poverty with 
our money — in this case disguised as an- 
other mandate on business. 

When the latest frenzy of alleged altru- 
ism has run its course, it will turn out once 
again that those hurt the worst are the in- 
experienced workers. Most will not know 
why their hours were trimmed or why they 
were never were hired in the first place. 

Their progressive patrons, meanwhile, 
are doing double duty: As a result, even 
beneficiaries can expect to find them- 
selves being punished as they reap the 
consequences of the actions of their po- 
litical benefactors. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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The Uncivil Civil 


onservative views are 
often unjustly linked 
to racism by harken- 


ing back to the topic of civil 
rights and especially to the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
which conservatives fought 
against. Simply linking some- 
one to disagreement with the 
hallowed act is expected to 
carry the day. It shouldn’t. 

There’s no denying that 
some who opposed civil rights 
legislation were racially moti- 
vated. But the act should be 
judged on its merits or demer- 
its. Some opponents of the act, 
for instance, insisted there is 
no such thing as a “civil” right. 
They added that attributing rights to a “group” is untenable. Also, 
government can’t legitimately grant rights because what can be 
granted by a government can later be canceled by that same gov- 
ernment, meaning that what is granted is a “privilege.” Isn’t this 
one of the reasons why America’s Founders thundered that men 
were “endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights.” 
If a Creator is the source of rights, only He can legitimately dis- 
solve them. Hence, the United States is different — or at least it 
was different when it was founded. 

Consider the real-life consequences of government-granted 
“rights.” Both the former Soviet Union and the current United 
Nations issued a long list of rights that each person is supposed 
to enjoy. However, each right was followed with an assertion 
that the “right” can be suspended by law. In the USSR, all rights 
were indeed suspended. 

The provisions of the 1964 act — though generally thought 
of as wonderful — are abhorrent to those care about individual 
liberty and the freedom of association. Discrimination on the 
basis of race, color, religion, sex, or national origin became out- 
lawed. Someone operating a business would no longer be able 
to serve only a particular group while denying service to others. 
Turning away customers from one’s workplace could justifiably 
be termed foolish, immoral, or wrong, but how could it be made 
a federal crime for excercising freedom of association? Also, a 
businessman would no longer have the final say in the hiring, 
firing, or promoting of employees. Where in the U.S. Constitu- 
tion are such powers granted to the federal government? The 
answer is: Nowhere. 

At its core, the Civil Rights Act wasn’t about rights. It was 
about a huge increase in power for the federal government. Crit- 
ics said it was 10 percent about civil rights and 90 percent about 
increases in federal power. Lloyd Wright and John Satterfield, 
both past presidents of the American Bar Association, stated: 
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Rights Act 


“The civil rights aspect of this 
legislation is but a cloak; un- 
controlled federal executive 
power is the body.” 

During the 1964 Senate 
debate about the measure, its 
most ardent supporter was 
Minnesota Senator Hubert 
Humphrey. Addressing charg- 
es that the act would lead to ra- 
cially based hiring quotas, he 
insisted that no provisions in 
the bill require such action. He 
added that, if there were such 
mandates, he would “start eat- 
ing the pages one after anoth- 
er.” Another Senate supporter, 
New Jersey’s Clifford Case, 
claimed, “There is no require- 
ment ... that an employer maintain a racial balance in the work- 
force.” He added that “any deliberate attempt to maintain a racial 
balance ... would involve a violation [of the act].” 

Once the act was approved, though, an employer had to con- 
sider qualifications other than the ability of a person he wished 
to hire, and the owner of a business could no longer choose his 
customers. The overriding consideration became the group to 
which a potential employee or customer belonged. 

The act’s Title VII did outlaw any discrimination based on 
“race, color, religion, sex or national origin,” but in what now 
seems like the blink of an eye, what was forbidden in the famous 
act became mandated one year later via additional legislation and 
executive orders issued by the White House. Promoters of the 
switch called this new mandate “affirmative action.” The very 
things Senators Humphrey and Case (and others) said would 
never happen became federal policy. But Humphrey never ate 
the bill’s pages, and Case didn’t protest when the requirements 
he insisted would never become law did, in fact, attain such a 
status. Overnight, employers were forced to hire and promote 
according to norms they thought had been outlawed. The old 
adage, “Don’t make a federal case out of it!” was foolishly — 
and perhaps deliberately — cast aside. 

Only one year after the act’s passage, discrimination based 
on race, color, and gender became — and remains — the rule. 

How different things would have been had America’s leaders 
taken an alternative route, one employing moral persuasion. The 
wrongs the promoters of the Civil Rights Act said they were ad- 
dressing gave power-seeking enemies of freedom exactly what 
they wanted. Most opponents of this monumental alteration of 
fundamental American thinking weren’t racially motivated. 
They were then, and remain, defenders of freedom. Attempting 
to castigate them for taking a stand against federal intrusion into 
matters where it doesn’t belong is another wrong. 
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